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'L F ther haſt peruſed t pins © t againſt the People called 
' ] Quakers, Sricaled [The Caſe ofthe Quakers] we tor thee 
to read over this felowing Anſwer ; But if thou art not. aſed ſoty 
do, thow ars requeſted (according to the Rule of Equity) not to em 


terrain prejudice, nor to cenſure the ſaid People upon the mety report 


ard reproaches- of their Adverſarys, it being un 


A 


mer tha + Pee mulls blaring them, 0x chat Reps of 
their Enemcs, 


. _ Hemwever, this Diſaduantage'we are in the-Eves of tha 
'World, - that-our Ft. to will bd our Tudo, parte" 7 or Wie 
tion of the Father of Lyes, 8 | 
| Be pleaſed totekg notice , that while our Adverſary ſeeffy at our 
Plea, as that our Conſcience will not aflow 4 30 Swear, bt ſaith, we 
attually do Swear, in « ſelemn and Auguſt 4 Forma "tis poſſible for 
the Tongue of Han to expref,in oxr ſaying, God, who is tf ch. 
er of Hearts knows,that it is with a Holy Reſpet;&c, And thu 
he does not only render us to contradict onr own Defrine, but alſy 1 
Tikg manner repreſents the Apeſtle Paul, as Fequently confleming bis 
Sayings with an Oath in theſt and ſuch a eproffents od is: my. 
Wrnels ; I ſay the Truth in Chriſt; ILye not; The God and Fa- 
ther of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt knows, that I Lye not, &c, which 


ropes 4 Fad: 


re in his Epyſfies. 10 the Saints, and not formal Swearing an the 
r Evangely/ts before The Magiſtrates, Howbeit he #6 miſtaken in 
his Reckgning theſe An ſuch like word: 4 noſt ſolemn =" 


«rdangeſs 
Formgf Adtual Swearing 1 And what can he argue from heres, 
ohat Paul moſt highly ſwore in bus Epiſtles 2 5: heners, bus 
therefore we ought ro Swear wor” Rulers in Courts? rehucls-follaws 
as «4 2 4 & 
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h though" be: reckgns we do Swear in ſaying, God knows: Bat 
fees net per ſu Wilkreces ta acceps of u far an Oath, but r4- 
er wibifies w. However, herein we are not of bis Mind, that ei- 
the A oo emey iftians 4/4ſwear, or held it lawful; 
e 4 Di 


' mnkch inferiqnr to this, where their $ wry by " Lord (4s the 
njury) was 1 Anare 


fay the Truth in Chriſt, unto whith God is witnefi, which 1s not to 
Swear the Truth an Ebrift, ner to bindour Soals with an_Imphicite 


© This is written on behalf, and in thEPerſon of the People of God called Gums 
kerry and-cheir Evangelical Teſtiwwony,.by ſome who are Loyers of the 


'\Gid People, andthe Souls of all Men, 
_ THE 


£ 


CASE of the QUAKERS 


Concerning - + Fe tet 


OATHS 
Defended as: Evangelical, GCC. 


——_—__ 


D—_— 


SeRion I; 


of - -» roo and, Extent of Oaths, not; a Property of TAs | 
T11tans, : 


? Et theſerious Reader Judge, whether our Oppoſer F. S. 
hath taken a Chriſtian Way and Method to convince us- - 


#. of Error or not, by Vilifying and Railing, calling us- 
Monſters of men, impudent, cbſtinate and reprobate-minded meny 
as inhis ſecond and ſixth pages ;  ahd- on ſerious Examination of 
his Matter, - we ſhall fnd it <s ineffetval for the ſame End, as in 
his firſt Argument, to prove the Lawfulneſs of Swearing, He-- 
Intanceth Paul's ſaying, God 1s my Witnef, Rom, 1.9, 1 ſay the 
Truth in Chriſt; ] Lye not ; my Conſcience alſo bearing me wuneſs 
gn the Holy Ghoſt, Rom. 9g. 1, Together with 2 Cor.,:.23. chap; 
21.37. Gal, 1,20, Phil, 1.8, 1 Theff, 2, 10; Te are Waneſss. 
4:4 God alſo, And-the'e Forms of Speech he faith, are ſaczed -* 
Oaths.; and that the Definition of an Oath in the common Notien: . 
of Mankind, is nothing elſe but the calling Ged to Witneſs ro the.truth 
of what we ſay, p. 2. Itappears thathe varies, an; ahon. 


_ 
- 
- 


"pA L "6 Ms | %s. 
. ded abovr the definition of = for one while he ſaith, Je 44 
: the Tnvoeation of Gid's Name, 4 moſt ſolemn Invocation” of the 
Divine Majeſty; Another while it is 56e Denonncing of -4:Churſe. 
'P. 4. - Another while a man's calling God for 4 Witneſs againſt his 
Soul, daring him ts his Face, challenging the Devine Vergeantt to 
de. its worſt in caſe be ſwear falſly, p.13. Now, Reader, be 

ed to obſerve, firſt, his Vatiation and Contradiftion, bes 
-tween his ſaying, Ar Oath is nothing elſe but a calling'God to 
witneſs, and the pronouncing of a Curſe, daring God to his Fate 
challenging Divine Vengeance to do its worſt,” As for the firſt, We 
cannot be convinced that it makes up a formal Oxth among -Chr:#1- 
ans, to whoſe Teſtimony God is Witnels as he was to Pax!'s, 
As for the latter, It is. more then an Oath, and favours of high Pre. 
ſumption, unbecoming a Chriſtian-Spirit, either to dare God to 
his Face, or challenge Divine Vengeance, Beſides, if thoſe very 
words of Paul, God is my Witnef, make up a formal Oath by him, 
then we ask, If his ſaying, My Conſcience bearing me -witneſs, 
and Ye are Witneſſes, doth not (by the.fame Reaſon) makeup 
a-Formal Oath, by his Conſcience, and by thoſe Saints to whom 
he wrote? And were not this moſt groſly to charge »Payl with 
Tranſgreſſion both of Law and Goſpel? Whereas in a Formal 
Oath, as. made amongſt Men, there iis, F:7f, Swearing by the 
:Great God intended 3 Secondly, An Imprecation or Curſe)con- 
* tained ; m__— Some Ceremony or 

* See Gen. 24. 9. and Signuſed * beſides the bare words of in- 
47: 39,31. But owr OP- vocating or calling upon God (or fo bil 
uſer hath - one and me Gia) For that the ſame Invocation 
76 wn ' '-— ag may as well be uſed without an Oath, e: 
Book. ven in our praying for God's Help and 

Aſſiſtance, 

The words, So help me Goal, or / call God to witneſs, may be u- 
ſed without any Intent of Swearing, as-well as in an Oath; in de- 
firing his Help, and ſimply as owning him for Witneſs to the Truth 
ſpoken in Chriſt, which, as ſuch, is.not an Oath ; but when thus 

, Al. intended * viz, So ler me bave or was: the 
quod mente jurater. Help of God according as I ſpeak the Truth ; 
| -orſolet God be Witne(s, or judge for or 4- 

$4inſt me; In this latter Senſe is an Oath implying a Curſe; as, 
Let 


| FIIS - *4EFL | 
Let God be Witneſs or Judge againſt me if 1 ſpeak not the:Truth; 
but the bare words, - /o God help me, or God is my Wieneſs, or God 
knows ſpeak the Truth in Chriſt, 7 Lye not, cannot be a Swearing 
(nor a Formal Oath) without an Intention thereof, or. of-an Im- 
precation or Execration implyed, as of old ſame. 


time an Oath of Curſing was uſed among the Nam. ye 


Fews; and there are ſeveral Sorts of Oathes, 4": 14-38. 
and feveral Wayes or Ceremenics expreſſing Formal Swearing, 2s 
among the Hearhen, Laying th: Hands upon the Altar, and Swear- 
ing by the Gods; * Abraham's Servant pureing bis 
Hand under bis Toizh; the Angel Lifting up the 
Hand towards Heaven ; among the profciled Chri- G 
bians, 4 Laying the Hand apen a Bible, and Kiſſing . "24: 2+. 
it, or Swearing upon the flor Evangelifts (accor- 47. 29. 
ding to the Pope's impolition,) However, we-taking the laſt, as 
the Magiſtrates general Senſe of 'an- Oath ; the Definition thereof” 
is not ſo much the Matter in Controverſie, as the Lawfulneſs or 
Unlawfulneſs of Swearing among Chriſtians. 
His Inſtance, that Facob Swore by the Fear of his Father ſac, | 
proves not that Leban's —_ ſaymg God is Witneſs, makes upa 
formal Oath ; ſecing he alſo ſaid, This Heap (viz. of Stones) is 
Witneſs between me and thee, ſee Gen, 31. VVill any preſume - 
to ſay, That he Swore by the Heapof Stones, which was -a Wit- 
neſs or a Memorinl ? His accuſing St. Paul,: rerwithſtar ding 
Chrift's prohibition, that he did frequently con firw bis Sayings with an 
Oath; is both a groſs Abuſe of Paxl, and contradivis this: man's - 
confeſſing that he delivered the Truth with great Demonſtration of 
the Spirit and of Power, and that by Manife/tation of the Truth 
he commended him{elf:to every man's Conſcience in the Sight 'of 
God, 1 Cor. 2.413. 2Cor.4.2.. Surely the Demonſtration of 
the Spirit, and Manifeſtation of the Truth, was not Swearing to, 
every man's Conſcience; for there was no need of Swearing where 
the Truth was ſo manifeſt among the Saints. Bu to ſay, that Paul 
4 y confirm his Sayings with an Oath, renders him both 
of very little Power, Manifeſtation -or Credit, as.a Miniſter of 
Chriſt among his Saints and Churches (none of themexcepted) 
and them alſo to have as little Knowledge, and Confidence of Paul 
and his Teſtimony, 
; Further, 


* Turare 
aras, Hor, 
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ag {8 
© rVibah He vines between Lying, Grdoizneſrignd mens cal 
ling hin for a Record againſfrheir Soul, where he brings Arg» 
ſtine fot a Proof that Pax! Swore in theſe words : If ſo, \ Au0u- 
_Fncis tot conſtant to himſeff, *nor withrother Fathers, particular. 
-ly Baſil, on Pſal. 14."pag. 155. of Fis Works, impr. at Paris 
168, where he ſaith, *There are ſome. Speeches which have the form 
© of an Oath,whichare not Oathes, but axeRemedies for the Hear- 
er; asthe 'Apoſtle to the Corinthians, willing to ſhew his Love, 
< ſaid, Yea, or by your Rejoycing, &c. | for he was not dilobedi- 
<entto the DoArine ofthe Golbet, whe was intruſted with the Go- 
**ſpel : buthe gave a {mall word in the Form of an Oath ; that their 
©Rejoycing was molt defirous to him he ſhewed by ſuch a manner 
© of Speech. Thus far B«ſ#', though we know the Particle [by] 
*1s not alwayesa Note of Swearing, - 
-> In his ſecond Argument he grants, that Juſtice may be admini- 
Kred according \to the Rule of tte Goſpel by the Teſtimony of 
Two or Three Witneſſes, Mar. 18. 16. but not of one without an 
*Oeth (as taking in Godto witne(s with him) where there is but one 
Witneſs, as in the Caſe inftanced, Exed, 22. 10, 11. However, 
that Teſtimony of Twoor Three Witneſſes may decide a Contro- 
verſie without an Oath ; and where there is but one faithful Wit. 
neſs, God is Witneſs with him and for him therein, and hath a 
Witneſs for him in men's Conſciences. And the Law-makers (to 
whom we have applyed,. and not to ſuch buſie Oppoſers as this A- 
gent againſt us) have Power to make Proviſion for ſuch a one as 
cannot for Conſciehce ſake Swear, that !his Teſtimony may be ta- 
keninfteadof an Oath, eſpecially he being willing to undergo the 
fame Penalty that is due_to perjured: Perſons, if he be foundfalfe 
in/his Teſtimony, as we have propoſed; hawever, this Oppoſer 
takes little notice thereof, And many in Authority have confeſſed 
our Propoſition therein to be fair and ſufficient, and not at all ten- 
dingto obſtru&t the Adminiftration:of Juice, nor to patronize 
Injuſtice, as'is moſt fallly inſinuated againt us, pag. 3. + + 
' In his third Argument he aſſerts, Tt the. Spirys of Chriſt 57 the, 
"Old Teftament Prophit 5 did commend Swearing by Goth as that which . 
was to be the prattice of his Ele Servants im the Chriftian-Church, 
-#fter his Rejettion of the Jews and chuſing the Gentiles. } 


$i © 


Fo nſm: Wea denythis Arp ht they did ines 
n | / a5 a Prattice to continue in the Chriſtian-Church a 
Fews 'and Gentiles, For Chriſt and his Apoſtles. 


Swearing at af, ether by Heaven or Earth, bt any other Oath, was 
pe . _ Extent to both o_ and _— that come” wet 
of the Chriſtian-Church, both forbidding ſuch Swearing, as 

Fews of old time uſed under the Law, viz. by the Lord; andthe 
Apoſtate Fews-and Gentiles Swearing by Idols, or the Creatures, 
or any'Oath-whatſoever. | 

He-attempts to prove his Afſfumption from 1/a, 56.15, - And 
ſhall leave your Name for a Curſe to my Clioſen; that « (faith 
©) the people that ] ſhall chuſe from among the Gentiles ſhall uſe 
Name mm Exccratien, when they bave a mind te denounced 
Curſe, oc, And thishe brings to prove Swearing a Prattice $9 
"continue amongſt God's Elect Servants in the Chriſtian-Church:: 
Andfo he would perſwade them, not only to Swear contrary-to 
Chriſt's Command, but ts uſe Exccrationz, and to denounce a 
Curſe when they have a mind, as he ſuppoſes ; which is contrary to 
Chriſtand his Apoſtles Doftrine, who taught the Elect to 
thoſe that Curie them, and to Bleſs, and Curfe not ; forz to.Bleſs 
God and Curſe man ought not to be. | 263 
In his fourth Argument he ſaith, The Spirit of Chriſt, which was 
in the Prophets, fore-rold;\ That in the Time of the Goſpel the Lord's 
people ſh: nid Swear by his Name, a3 an Evidence of thezy Conrver ſi- 
-on to him, | ; ' 

: Anſw. This we alſo deny, together-with: his high Applauſe of 
Swearing, 4s an Evidence of man's Canverſion in the Time of the 
Goſpel, and as Dine. Service and "Homage, and 25 denoting av e- 
minent Att of ſaving Confeſſion to Gods: atd-as # of Divine 


ſon, and the Langwage.of Canadny 2 pure Language, which G 
promjed to xiſtore to all Nationsacivhe Coming - of Chriſt ; yea, the 
'Condition of  Grd's actepring wen fur his the Conduian: of ad- 
TYpting Hs ay fincere Difei ples, thei : God's People 5 a5 ma 


ſeen in his Fth, Cth; 'gthy/ oth, 1 1thiand-vgth pages... Al 


'high Commendaticns he attributes to Sweating bythe Lotd ; As if 
:8ll thoſe that ſo Swear mult. needs bei ſuch great Converts, divite 
Wotſhippers, attained th the. pure]L.enguagend Caranns bighly 


ac- 
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ES _ by - 
ceptedof God, fincere Diſciples' in God's Way; &c: ' Mark 
here, -Swear:ng by the Lord is this man's Goſpel, "and the Condi- 

- tiok of all his Felicity ; but fuch Ignorance and-ſilly Stuff 'what ra- 

tional man- cannot fee Þ His Proof is, 1/«.45. 23. and Chap. 

'19. 18; In thefirſt it is ſatd, I ave Sworn by my ſelf, the Word 

i gone out of my Mouth ia.Righteouſneſs, and ſhall not return, 

that to mc every Knee ſhall bow, every. Tongue ſhall ſwear. In 

the ſecond it is' ſaid, In that day ſhall five Cities inthe Land of 

Ep ſpeak the Language of C.naan, and ſwear to the Lord.of 

Hoſts. 'There ſhall: be-an Altar-to the Lord-in the midſt of the 

Land of Ezypt, &c; Here he applies Swearing to Goſpel- 

Funes, ſo takes Swearzng as literally under the Goſpel, to conti- 

nue, as underthe Law, but not-the Atrar ; but confeſſeth, .that 

the Altar bere fþccifird'1s no other then that v:bich St. Paul ment- 
ons Heb. 13. 10, We bavean Altar, &c. that is; faith he, Chriſt's 

Stable-Throne, of Grace, p. 8. .So-that the Altay he interprets fi- 
uratively ander-the-Go!pel, but ſwearing literally ; ſee his Con- 
fon : Whereas if the Altar be Chriſt's Stable-Throne of Grace, 

then by the ſame Reaſon he ſhould have ſaid, that by Swearing is 

intended 2 Goſþel-Confeſſion, according to.the Apoſtle's own words, 

Rom. 14. 11, where mentioning the Prophets words before, in- 

ſeadof" Every Tongue ſhall /wear, he ſaith, Every Tongue ſhall 

confefto God, Andlikewiſe Phil; 2.11, Andthatevery Tongue 
ſhould confeſs that ;Jeſus Chriſt- is Lord, to the Glory of God the 

Father, It is not, every Tongue ſhall ſwear, 3, 7-41» that Jeſus 
Chriſt is Lord; but Gorey 5-472: ſhall confeſs, the ſame word 

-t1at is in. Ro-w, 10, 10, D454 Mouth han det It is con- 

fefſid; or Confeſſion is to Salvation; And likewiſe in Fohv: 

it "9 -58 that confeſſzth that Jefus Cbrift is come in the 

Fleſh is of God, there is the ſame word, He doth not make 

' ſmearing that Jeſus is the Chriſt, that Proof ; nor commend//wear- 

ng $0: God inthe Goſpel, as an.jnfallible Mark of man's Conver- 

-fion, and the Conditzon of God's accepting them. as ſincere Dilci- 

'ples, as our Qppeſer doth : For.,many both can and az Swear by 

God, that never came. toſuch Acceptance, nor to ſuch a/Confeſſ- 

onof Chriſt, asis ro-God's Glory, which proceeds from a-Meart 

that believes ro Salvation; For that no man can thus confeſs to God, 
or fay that Jeſus is the Lord, but by the Holy Gboſt, APT. 1343. 
6. Et | 1 ut 


' 
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Joly Ghoſt, 


true Confeſſion is Evergelicth and , At Gon 
feſſion from a belicying Heartis an Evidence "Men's Coli rſion, 
andnot making Oarh or Swearing, which this Man ſeems $9 cons. 
feſs appertains to £ommen humane Infirmity, p.1. And what wal 
that pagcs which Swearing was occalionedunder the Laws 
but:man's Diftdence, Jealoufie or Diſtruſt, which if the ha 
fulfilled the Principal and Royal Law of Love both to God and 
one another, there would have been-no ſuch occaſion of Diftruſt ? 
Therefore Swearing was neither Moral, es hag nor Evangeli- 
cal, as fome f z nor 15 4t efſential tothe Divine Worthip 
of God (as this man vaitily thinks) which is in Spirit and Truch; 
for that Worſhip "wes both before Swearing, and is performet 
without Swearing. That God himlelf ſwore by bimfelf,who could 
net ſwear by a greater, we deny not ; But if this muſt be made @n 
Argament, that therefore in this man may imitate God, who is 
his Maker, we deny the Conlequence;, for this were to ſet up n 
Creature in the Creator's place : Nay, as good an Argument did 
the Serpent bring when he faid, Ye ſhall be as God's, &c, ' 

To 7.9: his1aying, That 20. Swear bythe Lord of Hoſts i to 
SFeak.the Language of Canaan, thet pure Langxaze which God pro- 
miſe, cc. that pure ard undefiled Religio:y which was at *l, k 
vealed to man in Paradice, Þ, 10. | 

Anſw. Firſt, That God promiſed to return to-his People a 
pure Language, we own; and that they ſhould ſerve him with one 
Conſent ; therefore they ſhould not need to Swear oneto another, 
or be Swearers under the Goſpel, Secondly, Nor doth. he prove 
by Scripture, that ro ſwear by rhe Lord of Hoſts was that pure-and 
undefiled Religion,which was at firſtrevealed to Man in Paradice ; 
Forthis is to tell the World, that God taught Ad.1#r and. Eve to 
Swear to each other in the State of Innocency, when'there wasno 
Occaſion of Swearing. | KH 
- In his filth Argument to prove Swearing in Gefpel Timer, the 
Condition 1 God's accepts 5 Me far bu Pepe, uch a Condiijon, 
M4 #the #/filin thereaf e will nyinber them 4mong bus Diſc : «4, 
and accornt them his People that do, vit..learn to $ wear by hi; 5 0g 
p. 14, For Proof of this erroneous Aﬀertion he cites” Fer, 12,16, 
And it ſhall come to pals, that Chef will alligerely learnthe Way, | 
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le, to Swear be ine. thadond liveth, 2s they; 
to; by Baal, &c,.. 


ce | 
and all other wayes of expreſſing their Homage they add this of 


When the 
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therefore muſt needs be moſt CoD. done where there js moſt: 
frequent Swearing, and (as his row" Sac DARING GOD: 
TO His FACE. And then a farther Abuſe againſt God is, That: 

without $wearing by h:s Nami (which he reckons a daring him ro his, 
Face) ke eſteeris all ather "Att; of Invetation ard Prayer not ſeri; 
ox enough to exyriſs a ſincere Cenfeſſion: Oh fad! Avsif. God did. 
not regard a ſincere Soul and uprigit Heart in:his Devotion with- | 
out Swearins; or regarded not the Sighing and Bteathing of. the- 
Needy, when he is worſhipped inthe Spirit and in the Truth, 
Again, J.S. in Juſtification of Swearing byrhe Name of God, 
faith; God «ffcems this as the Hiobtſt ond moſt Anouſft Att of Di-- 
wine Wor ſhip that the Creature can poſſil ly exhibit to hirtry and as rhet 
which enimently contains all others, 41.4 comprehends the whole Condi- 
tion of the Goipcl, «ll the wayes of Ged's People confeſſing-to bien; 
and that Swearmg by God implies the whole Wor ſhip of Gods Pp. 13. 
Anſw. This is ſuch a Commendation of: Swearing as we never- 
read of before; and ſuch a Way of expreſſing the whole Wor- 
ſhip of God, andthe whole Candition of the Goſpel, as neither 
God nor Chriſt ever taught him ; Nor yet did ever God ſay, when: 
he allowed Swearing, that he allowed it as the higheſt and moſt au-- 
ouſt Aft of Divine af ant & AY? 

But 'tis to be conſidered yet, whether this higheſt ARt'of Di- 

vine Wotſhip, that eminently contains all others; to be admini- 

Atred by the Laity to all ſorts of People without Diſtinition, be not: 
the higheſt Degree of Prophanation ; or otherwiſe, Whether- 
the Admiſtratiorthereof do make Clarks of Covrts, Miniſters of- 
the Gotygl and .of the Clergy as well as Parifh Clarks,” yea, 
or nay ? | 

Having taken notice-of his high Commendation of ſwearing by 

the Lord, andthe wkar ys he hath promied thereupon; as uv 
leſs then God's accepting them that ſo fiyear as ſincere Difiples,, 
and of his ingrafting them into his Evangelical Church; "Now let 
us take notice of his Threats againſt ſuch«as refyſeto /wear, or to- 
 leartythis Way of Confteſfing God by ſwearing. It renders midn 
ebnoxiaus to rhe 'Dint of his Fearful, Doom; 1 will niexlyplickip © 
and deſtroy that Nation ;, And that God dath rejeft them; And that 
be will not let them eſcape nnynniſhed' who will not teat 10" ſwea 


bs. 
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ibis Name in Tudgement, Ri i 7 and Truth they ſhall periſh, 

&c. ÞP. 14 Des As try Dottrine of Chriſt Litho | 
Apoſtles. who ſaid, Swear not at all, they will not fear ſuch Threats; 
-nor do they value this man's-vain Flouraſh, Boaſting and Reviling, 
nor his threatning Familiſts, Anabaptiſts, Cathbariſts, Quakers 
with Deſtruftion, if they will not 1earn diligently to ſwear, ton- 
trary to what Chriſt learns us; and becauſe of Oaths the Land 
mourns; andGod's Hand and-Controverlie is againſt ſuch Oppo- 
ſers of Chrift's Doctrine and Urgers-of Men to ſwear : Does 
not Chriſt fay, Iam the Way, -the Truth and the Life ? And muſt 
not we walk .in him the New .and Living Way, and obey his 
Commands ? 


/ 


Seat. II. 
The Endof Swearing 4nd Oaths proved from the Texts commonly 


wrged by ma, : 
E undertakes the Explanation of the Texts we commonly 
urge againſt Swearing, whichare. 

Mat, $. 34. But I ſay to you, Swear not at all; :neither b 
Heaven, for itis God's Throne ; neither by the Earth, for it is 
his Footſtool ; neither by Fer#/alerr, &c. But let your Commu 
Nication be Yea, Yea, Nay, Nay z for whatſoever 4s -more then + 
theſe cometh of Evil, And 

Jam, 5.12, But above all things, my Brethren, Swear not, 
-neither by Heaven, neither by the Earth, neither by any other 
Oath; Butlet your Yea be Yea, and your Nay, Nay, ef yefall 
into Condemnation. | 

For our urfing theſe, he moſt grolly and fallly refle&s upon us, as 
-dealipg with thole Texts as the Devil did with that which he quoted 
-(he ſhould have faid cited) to Chriſt, 2ſar,4.6. out of Pſal.g1.17, 
jeoving out @® all thy Wayes ; ſo theſe Men, quoth he, wreſt thele 

ortions of Scripture, by making a Stop at Swear nor at all, leaving 
ant the word: following, neither by Heaven, &c, 


Herein 


hs ©1s) 
.\ Herein he abuſeth us ; for Fry we leave not opt thoſe words,. 
as both or and his own Citation proves, ſee our Caſe, p:24;, and: 
is own Book, P.15, Secondly, We make no other Step butt what 
| the Greek, Copies and Trantorions have - after ſwear: not.at all; 
where [neither] a DisjunClive follows, which he joyns in the ſame 
Colon or Member of Sentence; whereas in the Greek, after 7a,:, 
there is a middle-DiſtinQion, or. ſevering of the Members of the 
Sentence,2s likewiſe in the Latine after omnino, and in the Engliſh 
after ar «ll: more fully explained by Fames, Swear not ; neither 
by Heaven, Earth,&c. nor ANY other Oath; which this Oppo- 
ſer by his Meaning endeavours to. reſtrain'only to ſwearing by 
thoſe or any Creatwres,and allo to irreverential and Common Swear- 
$20, Þ. 23. — Oaths, p. 24. voluntary raſh Oathesy p,31. 
#1:d to ſwearins raſhly, prophanely,. irreverentially, in our ord; ary 
Communicat:on, p..32. andin you? common Talk, p. 36. asif ot 
ly theſe were forbidden in the Texts before, But ſtill he pleads for 
Sweating by the Lord revereutly, befides the extent of the Pro- 
hibitic n before, neither by n other Oath; As if this man. 
ſhould tell us, that Swearing by the Lord is no Oath: Who alſo 
preſumes to tell us, Here is nothing forbidden but what was for- 
bidden_ in the Law,. when Swearing by the Lard was not onl 
lawful bus expreſly commanded, Neut. 6.13. & 10,20, All which 
'is anſwered by Chriſt himſelf, where he recites what wis faid in 
old time in this Caſe of Swearing ; as namely, It hath been ſaid by 
them of old time, Thou ſhalt not Forſwear thy ſelf, but fhalt per. 
form to tie Lord thy Oathes : But I ſay unto you, Swear not at 
all ; neither by Heaven, &c. But let your Cammunieation: be 
Yea, Yea, Nay, Nay, cc, Which makes it very plain, 'that here 
was more forbidden by Chriſt then what was by the Law, his 
words in this holding parallel with his very next words; Ye have 
heard that it hath been ſaith, An Eye for an Eye, and a Tooth for 
a Tooth ; ButIfay unto you, That JE reſiſt not Evil; butwhoſc- 
ever ſhall {mite thee on thy right Cheek, turn to hin the other: 


alſo, .verſ, 38, 39, Did not Chriſt himſelf. hereby forbid tis, 
Niiciplesr!:at Kind of ſevere Retaliation which was allowed under 
the Law ? as he allowed divers and other things in.Condeſcenſi- 
on to the People's Weakneſs, Deyr. 24.1. Math. 5. 315.32. 
Luk 16, 18, % | 0 


And 
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nd this Ca'e of God's ſoving the Jews to fwecen 
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Wee» 6H Law, where he aid, Thou ſhaltfeartheL 
x Bvylolt. Yont-1. thy God, and ſerve him, and halt Swear | 

om-'17; on Mat. 5," his Name, Dent, 6. 13. This appears plai 
iOccumen, on Jam;s, $9. be a Condeſcenfion to their Weaknels 


pag. 136, an Obligation to preveut them from going af. 


uh ter other Gods, as 4s evident, by the very 
next words'; Te ſhall not go after other Gods, of the Gedr of the 
cople that art round about you, verl, 14.” This State was much 

below the Evangelical State of the rue Chriſtians, who in the 
Love they bear to the Lord are engaged to ſpeak the Truth in Yea 
an1 Nay without an Oarh,as Chriſt & his Apoſtles have taught, $9 
theDifference lies here,the Fews when bound by an Oath,they fear- 
ed the Oath,or the Curſe contained or.implyed init(they Swearing 
a the Great God, as chiet!y.to be feared then, with regard to his 
oWer to judge and avenge, &c.) andthis wasfor atimeſometyec 
uponthem, to prevent them from going after other Gods, The 
rue Chrifftiens are bound ia their Conſciences by the Royal and 
Evangelical Law of Love (which was beforc Sworn was, and 
| way the Occaſion of Oaths): to/ſerve God, andTpeakthe 
Truth' every man to his Neighbour without” Swearing. So that 
the Difſparicy between the State under the Law and that under the 
ies here ; Under the Law, Thou ſhale fear the Lord, and 

Swear by his Name : Under the Goſpel, Thou ſhalt ſo Lovethe 
Lord asto ſpeak the Truth, andconfirmitt in Yea and Nay, with- 
vt being bound by an Oath, . Now ji ſerions Reader, 


þ. 


'theſe do expreſs more Love, RefpeR and Honour to . 


God; whether he that's bound by an Oath,not to go after other 
'Gods; and to ſpeak the Truth as fearing an' Oath and the Curſe 
(which wasthe better uſe of Oaths, whichnow few that uſe them 

pard) or he thatis bound in Conſcience to ſpeak and do Truth 
vithour an Oath, whoſe, word Yea and Nay is" more bindingt6 
him; 'and of more Value and Creditthen men's Swearing, Impre- 
Gtions and Curſes? And. likewiſe between man and mian' and 
Neighbours, which do expreſs moſt Love one to another and Con- 
fidence in each other, they that will not believe one atiother with- 
-out-Qathes and Corfes,*or they that will (like Chriteens) ſpeak 


he Truth, and believe one another's ;plain and ſimple <6; Tew, 
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63. 4.4 HE WF %, 
and Nay,Nay,as Chriſtand BN has commanded? Such ure 
e true Chriſtians and People of God, as are come'to the fulfil- 
of the Evangelical Propheſie ; Surely they are my People, 
Children that will not Lye, and ſo was he their Saviour, 1ſa. 63, 
8. Andthe Remnant of 1/7ael ſhall*not ſpeak Lyes, neither ſhall 
a Deceitful Tongue be found intheir Mouth, x 
But toreturn to Chriſt and his Apoſtles expreſs Prohibition : But 
I ſay unto you, Swear not at all; neither by Heaven,&c. nor 
ANY-OTHER. Oath. Hereby Ghr:ſtians are (o plainly fe rbid- 
den Swearing in any Caſe, as Chriſt forbids| an Eye for an Eye, ' 
and a Tooth for a Tooth, or hating thine Enemy, ſee ar. 5. 39, 
44. Orclſe, what Coherence is there in his Words, and what 
Difference is there between the Diſpenſation of the Law and tl! at 
of the Goſpel, if (as this man ſayes) Chriſt here forbids nothing 
but what was forbid in the Law ? By which he renders Chriſt as thus 
ſpeaking, It hath been faid by them of old-time, Thou fhalt not 
Forſwear thy ſelf, but ſhalt perform to the Lord thine Oaths ; 
Ard I ſ:y the ſame, Inſtead of, But I ſay unto you, Swear not at 
all, Angikewſie ye have heard that it hath been ſaid, An Eyefor 
ag Eye, anda Tooth fora Tooth; And 7 ſay the ſame to you, in- 
ſtead of, But I fay rnto you, Reſiſt not Evil, &c. And ſo this 
would make Chritt ſtill leave his Followers inthe Fighting Reveng- 
ful Natvre; as this'man's limiting his words for Swearing as the 
- Fews did, renders Chriſt as leaving his Followers but. {till in the 
ſame conmon Humane Infirm:ty (as his words are) and weak Di<- 
truſting and unſteady Condition, as the Zews under the Works of 
the Law were in, who were allowed to Swear by theLord, as 
Prevention from running after other Gods, and to remove Jea- 
loufic or Hard Thoughts out of the Minds one of another, as a- 
bout the Caſe mentioned Exod. 22.,10,11, 
Uponthe words, Neither by any other Oath, ]. S. adds, Swear 
'otat all, by Heaven, Earth, orany other of choſe Forms cf Smear- 
ing by the Creature, that Chriſt forbad the, uſe of, p.. 7. Wagre- 
as the wordsof the Apoſtle, who wellknew-the Mind of Chriſt, 
"extend farther, as not only a forbiddinga Swearing by Heaven or 
Farth, butalſo by ANY OTHER OATH. Butmark, how pre- 
ſently after this Oath-Vindicator hath oppoſed Swearing by Hea- 
wet» Barth or-the Creature, be contradicts himſelf jn the ſame 
[3233 2 ' Page 
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cv A m2marns He that (wears by Heaven, ſwears by him 
whoſe Throne it'is ; He that ſwears by Earth, ſwears by himr whoſe - 
Foot-Stoolit is ; breanſe thongh God's Name be not expreſly memti- 
aned in ſuch Forms of Oaths, yet it is implyed; and therefore wt are 
not to uſe ſuch Farms in our common Speech any mere then the Name 
of Ged bimelf, but in Rev:rence, ard in extreme Neceſſity, p. 17... 
Sothat by this he allows of ſuch a Form as Swearing by Heaven or 
Farth, that thereby they may Swear by Gcd that dwells therein ; 
wheti before they are pot ar'all to. Swear by Heaven, Earth or 
any other of th:ſe Forms : Sec what an eminent Antagoniſt this is 
rat undertakes to confute the Quak:rs, and yet contradicts him- 
ſelf in one and the fame page ; As mrch as to fay, We may nct 
Swear by any of thoſe Forms, as by Heaven or Earth, -yetwe 
muſt ſwear by ſuch Ferms of Oaths, as by Heaven or Earth, that 
we may Swear by him that made them and dwells therein, being his 
Throne and Footftool ; whereas it-is confeſſed on all hands; that to 
Swear by Heaven or Earth, or any ot her Creature,1s abſolutely for- 
bidden; but Swearing by the Lord on a Book or otherwi'e, is the - 
Matter in Controverſie, But this man further tm his own Contra- 
diction faith-; 4s 0 the Forms of Swearing, whether Gcd s Name 
be exprefly mentioned in them, or only implyed by mentianing ſome of 
bis Creatures with refpet$ to him ; as when we call Heaven and\Earth- 
80 bear witneſs to what we ſay, 1 do not find any Differerce berween 
them, eithey in Pomt of Lawfulneſs cr Obligation, by the People, of 
- Gedor God bimſelf in any Ave, p. 19. 

He finds littte to purpoſe then, but what'is to his own Contradi- 
Ation and Confulion, that one whife confefles it unlawful to ſwear 
by Heaven, Ezrth, or any other Creature ; and another while 
finds to difference between Swearing by Heaven or Earth without 
mentioning the Name of God and Swearing by God himſelf : And 
yet in his ſecond page, his Definition of ar Oath is nothing elſe but 
a calling God ts. Witneſs ; but here he hath found ſomething elle ; 
foran Oath in his 1 is, calling Heaven and Earth to Wit- 
mef., Oh, what a Labyrinth of Confuſion is thismanm! Jris 
true, that Chriſt reproved the Seribes & Phariſces Folly and Blind- 
neſ.in ſaying, Whofocver Sweareth by the Temple, it ts nothing 5 
Jr wh ſhall Swear by the Gold of the Temple, -he is a 
. Debtor: Sce his Reproof upon them Afer,/2 3: 16;&c, - He alls 
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eddeth ver.2.2, He that ſwearerh by Heaven, ſweareth by the Throne 
of Gea, and bizy that ſitteth thereon. | 
Now this man in allowing ſuch'Forms of Oaths, as a Swearing 
by Heaven, &c. becauſe therein, it is both a Swearing by the 
Throne of God and him that ſitteth thereon, he repreſents Chriſt 
as-contraditing himſelf, who ſaid, Swear nor CER 
at all ; neither er by Earth,&5e, So Hilary comment. 


that he forbids both Swearingin generalandy- 2 Mac. Canon 4 
ſing ſuch Forms of Oaths A 6% mes allows 0 5:34 

of, as x Swearing by the Throne of God, andby him that fitteth 
thereon. And we do not find that Chriſt allows the Scribes &  Pha- 
riſees to ue any ſuch Form of Oaths, as Swearing by Heaven, and 
therein by God, any more then he allowed them to ſwear cither 
by the Temple, or by the Gold of the Teraple; either by the Al- 
tar, or by the Gift that isupon it ; Butrather reproves them with, 
Ye Fools and Blind ; Wo to you Scribes' and Phariſees, Hypocrites, 
e&c. He is fo far from telling them, that to ſwear by Heaven, and 
ſo by God, was the moſt Auguſt Att of Divine Wor ſhip, as this man 
hath affirmed ;- and yet faith, We are not to uſe ſuch Forms bur is 
extream Neceſſity ; which in his ſen'e is to tell us, #e# are not to 
ptrrform the Wor ſhip of God, or the moſt Auguſt A thereof, but ins 
extream Neceſſuy: For he fayes, That —_— ——_—_ whole 
Worſhip of God, p. 13. And that he is not Glorified ſufficiently 
in order to God's Accepting us either in Prayer, Thankſgiving or 
Attending upon his Word, anlef we add Swearing by his Name © 
But who belides himſelf of the Church of England will believe 
ſuch Doctrine ?: By the ſame Reaſon that God interprets it, as dn 
Aﬀront offered to him when Perjury is committed -in the- Name 
of an Idol, this man's idolizing Swearing, as implying the whole 
Wor fhipof God, and as beingthe moſt Auguſt At - Dwine Wor- 
ſhip, God may juſtly interpret as an Affront offercd to him, anc! 
a mg his —_— who was and is truly{oved and wor- 
ſhipped in the Spirit in the Truth, before mens Oaths and 


Swearing were, -and when ou ns FN | 

. $; alledgeth r Cer. 15. 37. fayings 7 P» "your Re 
ho or more properly, / Swear ; for, faith he, Ns inthat 
Tongue is a Note of Swearing, therefore makes the Apoſtle 
tay, I Swear ty your Rejoycing. 2 KYfVP 
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es, (29) ._ 
To-which we fay, .Firf, Let it be conſidered, whether their 
Nejoycing was God their Maker; ifnot, as we know none holds, 


then whetherthis man hath not rendered \ Pau! highly a Tranfſgreſ- 
for according to his own Opinion, 1n making him Swear by ſeme- 
thing that-is not-God, as-alfſo- by the Rejoycing of. others ; ſor - 
their Rejoycing ſimply conld but be an Effect of Grace, or ofthe 
Spirit. | Second/y, Though the Adverb »: was fometimes uicd as a 
Note of Sweereng among the Greeky, yet notalways; for itis fing- 
ply an Affirmation, as coming of v4, yea ortraly, and is uſed when 
| we are abwat to affirm ſomewhat. ſee the 

. See the various Reads T_ exicons, And ſome read theApoſtles words 
_—_ Cr and the. thus, erily I dye daily for your Rejoycing, or 
. our Rejoyemeg, which [ have in Christ Feſws. 

And likewiſe F.S. repreſents the primitive Chriſtians, who + 

- © ſyfferd under the-Pagarn Perſecutionsthe moſt exquiſite Torments 
©rather then to- Swear by- the Heathen Gods or the —_ j of the 
x Emperors; yet by the Health * of the Empe- 
Jis hory + | Gong erers, Ferrallies aſurerh us they did; nia 
ERAS faying, We Chriſtians Swear by. thee Health of 
*ths. Emperor, which ts more worth then all the Geniz ; and by the - 
© Majeſty of the Emperor : And alſo addeth, That the Form of the 
-< Military Oath, which the Chr:/tsan-Soldiers took in Conſtantine's 
* time is thvs laid down, By the Majeſty of rhe Emperor,cc. And 
faith, That in ſuch Forms of Swearins, 'though we name ſome 
©Creatures, yet we Swear not ultimately by#hat Creature, pag.20, 
Firſt, However: Tertulian reprelents theſe Martyrs as 
Swearwg by. the Hea'th of the Emperor, and thoſe afterwards 
by the -ajeſty of 'the- Emperor ; The Truth of the firſt is a 
Matter in-Queſtion, eſpecially ſince Swearing by a Creature hath 
been accounted unlawfal both among Fews and Chriſtians; nei- 
ther can ſuch an Example (if true) be Warrant to any to take 
fuch-a- Form of Oath, as by: the Health of 'a Man or Creature. 
Secondly, Neither is Swearins by the Health of the Emperor any 
more warrantable; Andaid not both theſe Oaths favour of He4- 
themſm? which if any eſteemed Chriftans, came under and took, 
.it was more a-Condeſcenſion for Fear then any Exatnple to be 


J And his ſaying, That though we neme ſome Creaturt, yet we ſmear 


nor 
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wet ultimately by that Creature ; yet F owevet,' it implie#aSwear- - 
ing in part by that Creat''re : And how well this agrees with his- 
accounting a Lawful Oath but a calling God to witneſs, or a Swear- - 
ing only by his Name; let the ingenzous Reader judge; or with © _ 
Tertullan his Senſe of the ſaid Swearing by the Health of the Em- 
peror, viz. Per _ Imperatoris, ſalvum «fſe volumus quod Dew: 
volu:t ; et boc nobis pro magno juramento rſt : Weacknowledge that” 
Emperors are ſet over the Nations by the Will of God; and what" 
is by the Will of God we will or wiſh thatGod may fave ; and* 
this to us is for or-mſtead of a great Oath, Andithe fame: W E- 
alſo will or defire, that is, the Well-fare of Ceſar or the King,” as 
acknowledging God's Power or-Hand in ſetting him up; For that 
Prometion comes not from th: Eaſt, nor -from the Weſt, ec, but 
from oy Lord, who putteth down one and ſettettrup another as he 
leaſcth; 

F His accuſing the Quakers for wreſting thofe _ afore- 
ſaid, we paſs by among thereſt of his Slanders. © But his confeſ- 
ſing, That mo People upon th! Earth were more ſcrupulouſly tender 
of taking ſolemn prom: fſory Oaths then the Jews were at that time 
when our Saviour gave them- this Prolnbution, pag. 24s from » 
Foſeph Antiq, 1. 18; cap. 5; 

This makesfer us; for were not promiſſory Oaths as well as al 
fertory allowed under the Law? Andif they were tender of ta- 
king promiſſory Oaths, they were more fitted for Chriſt's univer- 
ſal Prohibition of Oaths, as they were in ſome meaſure prepared 
for Chriſt by Fohr's Baptiſm, 

He tells us, That the Fews could ſwallow ſuch Camel-Oaths as by 
Heavengesc, .24., And isnothe bimfelf guilty of the fame? * 
Could not he /walkow ſr.ch Camel-Oaths where he allows the uſe of 
fuch Forms, as Swearing by Heaven, &c, becau'e God s Name is 
implyed ? And'he that ſwearetty by Heaven, fweareth by him 
whole Throne- it is, which he accounts lawful; pag. 17, 19, . But - 
- in pag. 24. To Swear by Heaven or —— are Camel-Oaths : 

What Creditcan this man's Work againſt us be of ? Hereckons 
that Chriſt's words may be applyed to their Sripulations by Oath 
in their 'provate Contratts and mutxal Trading ; whenas. Chrift's 
Prohibition, as explained by the Apoſtle Fame, is general; "But © 
| his. - 
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his applying it to an Oath in private ContraQts, ſeemy to grant, 
That Chriſt did forbid ſomething of this-kind that was uſed under 
"the Law as well as ina publick manner : ' And there ſeems no Rea- 
- fonwhy.Chrift's words ſhould” be only thus applyed,  unlefs men 
'were more clear of Corruption and Fraud in private Contratts 
then in publick Teſtimonies ; or why Chriſt's general words [For 
whatſoever 4s more then theſe cometh of Evil, or of the Evil 
One] ſhould extend only to the private and not tothe publick, ap- 

cars not'to us: However, they whom the Evil One leads to Lye 

or any Self-Intereſt, what Credit is to be given to their Swearing ? 
And is it not evident, how little the Cuſtom thereof fyeyes with 
their Conſciences by the Injury and Injuſtice many-ſuffer, and the 
long Continuance of Conteſts, Law-Suits and Quarrels? And a 
man would think, that there ſhould be leſs need- of Swearing in 
the Magiſtrates Pre:ence then in private Covenants and Contracts ; 
becauſcit is the Magiſtrates Wiſdom to'{earch and find our the Mart- 
ter, and in his Power to puniſh the Falſe Witne's, and be a Ter- 
ror tohim; but in Private only the Fear and Terror of God in 
men's Conſcieaces can reſtrain thegn from E- 


& 4 NE vil: However, what's more evident, - then 
23. & 6.2 8g. & that private Oaths and Covenants thereby be. 


tween man and man were in uſe both before 

+4 .3T, | and under the Law ; So that this man's deem- 

rt JO. 233. ing Chriſt's Prohibition to extend to an Oath 

. on - +? 4p in private Contrafts between man and man, 

I Ag. 0,31, and yet reckoning, that he forbids nothing but 

14. 26, what was forbidden in the Law , we cannot 
but wonder at ſuck wonderful and frequent Contradiction. 


].S. faith. Applying C briſt's Prohibution to ſolemn Oaths, ei. 


ther Promiſſoryor Aſſertory,or to any but common-Diſconrſe-Oaths, 
makes Chriſt a Tranſgreſſor of the Law, 1 Tremble at the Thought. 
of this Conſequence, which as naturally flows fromthe Quakers Hy- 
pothefis as Light from the Sun, pag. 25. 
 Anſw. Hchath cauſe rather to. Tremble becauſe of his own Ip- 
rance and perverſe Talk,thus to tye up Chriſt's Probibition ſo fully 
explain'd, in Oppoſition to former Oaths and Swearing under the 
Law (even tho'c to the Loxd, which furely were folemn and ſeri- 
OuSy 


a 


a 


: (23) 
ous, - Neh. 10. 29.) as al'o to-the Heathenifh Swrarins. by Crea- 
tures, where he- forbids his to ſwear at all; adding, nei 
Heaven, nor by the Earth, further explain'd by his Apoſtle Fames, 
Nor by. any other Oath, And yet Chriſt was {0 far from being a 
Tranſgreffor of the Law it.ſclf, or from cauſing an Obſtructionto 
all Legal Proceeding, or proclaiming an_Indemnity to Thieves, 
Murderers, Blaphemers, and all forts of injurious Perſons, or: - 
turning of «4 looſe in the Kingdom of God (as- this man blal- 
page words it) That Chrit came n«t to deſtroy the Law, 

ut to fulhl it, in anſwering the End of -it, as inthis Particular ; 
where Swearing under the Law was a kind of Bend upon their 
Soul to ſpeak or do that which was Right and Juſt in the Sight of 
Godaud Men, the greater Weight ſtill was uponthis then upoh 
thoſe words and Ceremonies of Swearing, which though Chriſt 
ended Swearing, and the Law thereof, with many other Circum--. 
ſtances, Ceremonies and $' adows ; yet he did not come either to 
ſtop Juſtice or to indulge Malefactors, he being the End of the 
Law for Righteouſne's ; and yet unto his own forbids ſome things 
the Law allowed, as that, An E ye for an Eye, arid a Tooth for 4 
Teeth ; though he was for overcoming of Evil with that which was. 
Good 


7.S. pag. 26, alledgeth St. Paxl, as if he called Witneſſes ro 
ſwear concerning him, in ſaying, All which the High Prieſt and- 
all the State of the Elders can bear me Witne's: And in his Apolo- 
gy before Felix he challengerh his Accuſers to prove the Matter of 

at they accuſed him with, As 24, Neither can they prove the - 
tings whereof they now accuſe. me: And that in his Anſwer be- 
fore A27ippa, he appeals to the Teſtimony of thoſe that knew him 
from his Youth, ##s 26. 5. To which he adds, That if he had: 
— 4 ſolemn ſwearing to be unlawful by this Prohibition- of 
Chriſt, he would rather have undergone a Thouſand Deaths then - 
tempt ſo many to. make Ship-wrack of their Immortal Souls, by 
calling them to that unlawful Act, pag. 27« 4 

Anſw. This is a far fetcht Conlequence, . and-as: far from pro- 
ving the thing intended :; For, firft, it is ah. ualikely thing Fax! 
ſhould call the High Prieft and all the State of the Elders ro Swear 
that he had been a Perlecntor ;. for the he muſt call many 10 bs 
Swearers : Andit was ſufficiently known abroad among the Jews 

| what 


= 


26 HERS: Se RE... 
"what "manner of Perſon he had ber. Stcondly, Neirber 641 thry 
ove the things whereof they now accuſe me, was far enough from 
calling them to ſwear againſt him. Thirdly, His admitting's bear- 
mg him witneſs, or the Fews teſtifying concerning him,. who knew 
his former manner of Life, 4s 26,495. Did he therein call 
them to ſwear, in ſaying, If they would reftrfic Þ- The moſt Paul 
-allowed of was a beating Witneſs : If: they would have ſworn, 'it 
had been the Rulers and'their own AR,” who did not think it an 
__ and therefore not fo great to' them, 'as to thoſe that believe 
it is ſo. | J » 
F. S. undertakes furthet to expound Fames's words, But above 
all things, my-Brethren, Swear not : He\aith Tz: 'isno-where elſe 
-rendred in Scripture above, but before, and it ſhovld be fo here, 
: Pag. 29. And then he thus paraphaſes, Ler not ar Oath: lie upper- 
moſt upon your Heart, and come firſt of alt, before all things out of your 
Month, pag. 30. | 
This isa kind of an eaſie Meaning, but a plain Perverſion of the 
Apoſtle's Teſtimony, which does notallow of any ſuch Liberty at 
all for ſwearing as this doth, as if he only forbad Swearing in the 
__ 9g of our Diſcourſes ; whenas the Prohibition is Jain and 
| po tive, Above all things Swear not, neither by Heaven, neither 
y the Earth, neither by any erher Oath ; but-this' man will Rill 
have ſome other Oath : 'So whether muſt we belteve him or the A- 
poſtle Fames, judge Reader. And' though we do not look on 
Swearing as worſe then Adultery or Man-ſlavghter,as is queried up- 
on the words, Above all things Swear not ; yet doubtleſs the Apo- 
ſle ſaw the Conſequence of it might” be bad, andfad or 
= he wonld not ſo ſtrily- have Forbidden-4t to the Twelve 
ribes. 6% | 
7.5. makes theſe the Conſequences of our ſticking tothe ex. 
preſs Command of Chriſt ans his Apoſtle, v4z. That Pat's _y 
'Gol# to witneſs came from an Evil Siri, That our Saviour, as of- 
ten as he ſaid Amen, Amen, had thoſe words putinto his Mouth by 
the Evil Ones" pag. 31. : Eo 
To the firſt we fay, No ; it was Chriſtjthe Son of God,that ſpoak 
in Paul,whoſe Witneſs God is; and the Son's ſimply owning the 
Father for his Witneſs we do. not look upon as:making up s 
| | . 


4: 


_ . ' _ E-& | r apt x | 
To the ſecond ; Neither car i that our Saviour ſwore. as 


. often as he ſaid Amen, or Verily, Verily, which wabut a Note of 


Afhrmation, and not of Swearing, and more theh Yea, | Yes, 


Na b Nay. 4 "oy 2560 T0” 
Nevin, Heinfers, -That the. Ele Angel which Chriſtſent from 
Heaven to communicate the Knowledge of future things to St. 


" Fobn mas inſpired by the Devil when ke fwore by him that liveth 


© forever. x 


« Anſw. No, that he was not; for he ſpoak as God's Repreſep- 
tative or Ambaſſadour, having a peculiar Commiſſien, Power and 
Diipenſation therein, which men may not imitate, which exten- 


_ ded through the Law and the Prophets, in which the Swearirig 
was; and whereijn.the Angels were ſent as God's Mefſengers and 


Repreſentatives, Miniſtring Spirits and Servants to the whole Seed 
of Abrabam, and Heirs of Salvation, to whom God's Promiſe. 


. was confirmed by an Oath : Andthis'was a Viſion repreſented ih 


ha, 7 SEAT | | 
_ . Histelling us, That Chriſt prohibits the uſe of [whatſoever is 
' more] robe intrinſecally Evil, pag. 3 


S "8 
Anſw. Though Oaths when Jawfol,. could'not be accounted in- 


. trinſecally Evil ; _ yet there wasan Evil that was an Occaſiod of 


Oaths, before permitted among the Fews, as:that of Diffidence, 
Jealouſie, Inſtability, Liableneſs to run after other Gods, and to 


_ do Injuſtice, Diftruſt pne of another, &c, and as this man 


confeſleth, common humane Jnfirmicy, Ambiges:), | pag. 1,-and 


*pag. 17. How plain is it, it was Weakneſs, Diffruſt and Fear in 


| Abimelech, which was the cauſe of his requiring Abrahar to 


_ Swear, that he would not deal falſly with him; and a Covenant 


with 7/aac, that he would do them no Hurt? Ger. 21.23, and 
' chap. 26. 28... Therefore Chriſt's wordgare'plain, Let your, Corm- 
munication be'Yea, Yea, Nay, Nay; for whatſoever i mare-then 
theſe (thatis, in Aﬀirming - and: Deyying) cometh of | Evil, or of 
the Evil One, And many Things, Ceremonies, Circrmftanges 
 ahd Shadows under the Taw, that in themfelves were not.intrinſe- 
cally evil, did wax old, and grew out of uſe, and-vandtied, as the 
'old'Covenant it ſelf did,. beg accounted Weak, Infufficieut and 
"of aNecaying Nature, when a higher” and more.eminent Diſpen. ; 
lation was brevgt in, a” the New Covenant, which there. 


fore 


_—_— — 


6 BRO. -— EF... | 
for6 to oppoſe (with any of thoſe inferiour things before lawful) 
cometh'now of - the-Evil One. | 

* And ,F: S. his Conequence,aad DoQrine appears both Groſs, 
Impious and Antichriſtian, wherg he {aith ; Thar sf the .Chriſtian« 
Churches donot perform Homage to the. Ged'of Truth by Swearing 
as wi ll x Bleſſing in hs Nam:, if tocir Tongues dyno as w,nlSwear 
as their Kneegbow to him, then the Cacitian- People are not the Peo- 
plc of che Meſſiah 3 ard the MeTiah #5 ut yet com: but ft. tobe ex- 
' pithrd'y; Then the Bleſſed F: ſusu rot rhe Coriſt of whom the Pro- 

het ſpeaketh.z but as the .Fews at his Aeraignm2nt and their Po- 
ſtrricy Waſphomouſly ſtite him,. a. 2ccuve, and a Countexfeity 


",_ Wh 

Neo, Oh Monſtrous and Biapaemous: Stuff } Fir, Thus 
in{»ently to attempr. the eag3ging of tae Chrift.ar Church to 
Sy 2aring. as well as Bleſtiag; yei, to Curing, ani daring God 
to his Tag2, challenging thz Divinz Vengeance ta. do.its worſt 
(a3 before he hath defined an Oath) as well as Ble(ing in hi- Name, . 
bowing tze Knee, or performing Worſhip to-kim ; vw har people 
of a Chriſt:an-Spirit can believe this Doctrine ?  Sccond'y, His: 
rendering -Sweariig fuch an eminent Proof of Demonitration of 
the 2eſſiab's Coming, aguinlt the Fews Opinion of him, anJ. as 
realonable-as totellus; that the effetual Means to convince the 
Fews that Jeſus is the Chriſt; is co ſwear that- he is ſo, inſtead of 
the Apoſtle's plain Confefiun of him. that Jzſus is the Chriſt, who 
preferrel Confeſſion inſtead of Swearing. 

'. Againz His ſcornful Talk of the Ke:gn of the Quakers Chriſt, 
and ſaying, Thar the Quakers Gloſs defiauds Ged of bus due Homa, 
robs the Kmg of . Saints of ane of the Prime Jewels of hus Crow, 
preſents the Ever-bleſſed 7+ ſua in the Farm of an. Impeſtpr, and Falſe 
Chriſt, leads direQly to the Gulf-of Grefs dn fidelity and Denyal of 
Chriſty pag-3y- W 
_  - This:4s as Wicked and Blaſphemous. as his Conſequence befote, 
* cmd thews this man to be a moſt groſs Idolater in-thus unſcriptoral. : 
ly- applauding of Swearing, as the. Prirg Fewel of the King of 
Sathts his Crown ; whereas:the King of Saints and his Servant have- 
forbidden.Swearing, which 15 not to make the Goſpel con- 


tradift the 1.x oor 99a; totheir ſpiital Intent and End(which 
' WaSto confef to.God and to Chriſt) as:is fally inferred, And.on 
| Y 


| \ , (27) — OVER 
Hilly he repreſents the Prophees, as ſaying, Chriſt ſbonld teach his 
Diſciples 56 Sadar, The Lord liveth : but kr ets fo 
fay we are all to ſeek; but. not where they teſtifie againſt Sweating, 
fee- Jer, 23. 10. Hoſea, 1y. chap. 2.3.. Zaeh,5.7,. Zepb. 
1.5, Eecleſ. 9,2. Butif Swearing were that Divine Homage, 
or included the whole Worſhip <f God that is to be among Cbrs 
Bians, why is Chrit fofilent in it and the Apoſtles, as ot ex + 
ly to command it, but on the contrary, expreſly forbid it ? Or if 
Swearing were the molt Auguſt Act of Divine Worſhip, ſurely the . 
Apoltle Famer inſtead of faying,* bove all things myBrethren ſwear 
not, ſhould have faid, Above all things my Brethren ſwear ye. 
There was a time when the cw; 'earcd an Oath ; but through the 
Cuſtom of Swearing they run ihto Falſe Swearing :. And though 
they ſaid, The Lord liveth, yet ſorely they ſwore fatfly; Andbe- 
cau'e of Oathsthe Land mourned, and this Land moumeth, 
therefore event in the Prophets time Oaths & Swearing were i 1 
ed againſt ; as, Though thou /ſrae/ pyte Hatlot, yet let notZudah 
lin; Come not ye unto G/g4/, neither go'ye up to Bithaver, 
nor ſwtar The Lord liveth, Hof. 4.15. If it be'faid, that this 
forbiddihg to Swear was becauſe of their Wickedneſs and Propha- 
nation ; we ſay, by the ſame Reaſon we may now teftibe Aga 
Swearinzzand for Conſcience ſake cannot upholtthe Cuſtom there- 
ef, nor ſubmit tothe Im-ofition thereof, though thisman is not 
aſhamed for all this Abuſe and Prophanation, to urge and applaud it 
as the ligheſt Atof Dre On and the Condition :Got's 
receiving people; which, if it could be-granted, as it isnot, it 
only ſignines thus much, That only the Righteous, and ſuch as are 
converted to God, mult ſwear, and that.upon a very. ſacred Ac- 
count, to God himſclf. dog WER 

' Now judge, ſerious Reader, -whit the Tenor of thi man's 
Werk amounts to ; it is that Righteous Men muſt obliese them- 
ſ-lves to God and adore him x Swearing : What is this to ſwear- 
510 to men in Neigpory Gorfts ? An1 what is this tothe lifipoſition 


of Oaths we defirettht Parliament toremove? | any 

Under the Law Oaths were uſed in two re'pes, namely; Firſt, 
To prevent and end Strife among meni(and theſe both in privdte an 
-pub ick) 24]y,. | o God himſelf, or between mah a math And 
man and God ; or Swearins toon, 2n1-Yownrs to Gog _- 


2Z Gen, 


(28 


bin-24.9. & 31.33, &21,23. & 26,28," & 47:31. Naw. 
30. 23, 1S47. 20,,3., & chap. 14.26. 1 Kag.8. 31. "R-29- 
| chep..5.12. Now this man's. Work. renders Swearing by - 


Ged in.general to be the higheſt At of Divine Warlkip, whic 
Ke Exp that are converted to Gud. can perform in his Senſe ; 

I ſuch none of the Wicked or Unconverzed re capable to per- 
Stay . Judge whether this Diſtin tion be.made ja the uſual Pra- 


of: Swearing ; or, Hath this man. taken ſo much Pains with 
iſtrates, as to-inſtrutt and warp them, not to impoſe Oaths 
upon the Unconverted, nor eipecially upon thoſe Excommuni- 
cated by the Biſhops ? For it_nceds muſt be granted on all hands, 
\That they: that are Wicked and-LInghriſtian,. prophane the Name 
of the Loxd if they ſwear by him; and they muſt needs partake - 
, of their Fin who force. em $0-it.c. Andas for the Converted and . 
hteous, they.are. of--Credit ; ang, there is nq-nccd to: force - 
then toSwear, being under a pow Bond ang Coyenant with - 
God. then that of. Oaths impoſed by man, Chriſt. being to them 
their Covenant-and Bond, the End of Oaths under the Law, and 
the Subſtance of God's: Oath to the: Heirs of Promiſe, $0 we 
leave this man's Doctrine for. all ſerious Readers to judge of con- 
cemming Oaths and Swearing, Sy 


_—_—. 
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Aswhatan OATH is; and concerning SW EARING, 
| theſe arc bis Afftrmations. 


1. Tt is an Invccation of God «Name, 

2. Nething elſe but a calling God to Witneſs to the Truth of what 
R—_. | | 

3:- #calling God for @ Record againſ their Soul. 

4, An Execration pr. Deneuncing 4 Curſe, 

5., An Evidence of Converſion to the Lord. 

G,, Dine Service and Homage. 

7,. Aneminent Athof Savin Confeſſion. 

8 One pert of nt p. / p , 

g.. ASign, Witneſs and. Argument of Egypt's Converſion to the 
EE 10, The 


TLC 27H Ws SPIN [&3" JO 4%, 28657” ge _ 
10.” The Linguaged Coparn, ths pine Lohan | whiy-clÞ- 
* promifed to reſtore toull Nezions ar the Cone Chrif. "is 
It. That Pure atid Undefiled Religion, which was as firſt revea- 
ledto man in Payad ſe. x | 
12, Sucha Condution, as upon the fulfilling thereof God will nuza- 
ber men among bu Diſciples, | 
13. Ther Confe ſport of Ged,- without which they do not ſufficient- 
ly g lorifie him, ether by Prayer, Thankſgiving, Attendance on the 
Word ard Sacraments. pa fo | 
14. A Daring Ged to his Face, challenging the Divine Vengeanee- 
to do ts worſt in caſe he ſwear falſly. ; . 
15. That Gcd eſteems this Swearing as the Higheſf & moſt Auguſt. 
Alt of Divize Wor ſhip that the Creature can poſſibly exhibu to him, 
16, That which compreher.ds. the whole Condition of tht Goſpel, 
all che Wayes of God's People confeſſing to him, 
' 17, That Swearing by God implies the whole Worſhip of Ged. 
18. That Men ought to learn diligently to Swear by the Name of 
Gcd, to learn this as the Way of  Ged's People, 
19. Fo.Swear Religinuſly by his Nanie (yet but» in-extream Ne- 
ceſſity.) \. * 
20, That im the Forms. of Oaths we areto Smear by Heaven, 
Earth, &c. andcallthem to Witneſs lawfully, becanſe be that ſwears '- 
by Heaven fmears by him whoſe Throne it 6. | 
21. We muſt ſubſcribe tothis,. that in ſuch Forms of Swearing we. - 
name ſome Creature, | 
23. That to Swear by Heaven,.. by Jeruſalem,Q«c, are Camet- 
Oaths, "7; | 
23. That ftrong Aſſeveration by Oath, .as 4 ſolemn -Invecation.- 
'of Ged's Name, u the Celebration of the moſt auonſt At of Di - 
vine Weotl and Adoration that can poſſibly be tendered ro Divine - 
Aajeſty. h 
24. That Chriſtian-Churches ought to perform Wor ſkip-te Godby 
Swearing as will as Bleſſing ; rhetr Tangnes-muſt ſmear as well- as 
their Knees bow... | Wa 
25.. T has Swearing is one of the Church's fronveſs Bullet of ks, 
one of thoſe Demon ſtr acwns of the Spirit EN ERNG of 
the Chr ian-Faih have irre fragably proved that Feſme ut the Pro-- 
| phets.-- 
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VWhers Chrift 3, vii + Becauſe ſince the calli 3s Gentiles, we have 
Wor ſhippe Se oi 09E Sweating by hue, ame. | 


} -26. Thar this Swearing it one of the Prime Jewelrof the King of 
Saints bus Crown, © -"hpf> . 
_ » 27. That the Prophets ſay, That he (Chrift) ſhould teach his 
Diſciples to learn te Swear, The Lord liveth, 
28, That it is, and alwayes was the Will of God, that Oaths 
Jhouldbt-referved and ſequeſterd to the Service of God, 71 
Thus having ſfumm'd up this man's Fruitleſs Work'for Swearing, 
"to make it conſpicuous, we proceed to his Accuſations and Aſper- 
-fions it his Third SeRion, 


hdd. Po MPS Wa "BY 
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Sea, IT. 
The Anthorities and Teftimonies Reſcued. 
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T7: Hat ſome of the moſt eminent primitive Chr;ſtia#s, Martyrs 


and Fathers were of the ſame Mind with us in their Conici- 


-entioully refuſing to ſwear, not __ the Heathen Gods, but al. 


"ſo more generally in Obedience to and Purſuance of the Doctrine 
of Chriltand his Apoſtle Fames, before urged againſt ſwearing at 
all ; and that we have abotged Examples pertinent for Tender 
Conſcience, not only againſt ſmearing in particular Ca'es, but 


ſwearing in general ; and have neither bewrayed the Want of In- 


genuity or Honeſty therein, as moſt falſly and malitiorſly our 
Antagoniſt hath aſperſt us : But that he himſelf hath bewrayed his 
own Want of both Ingenuity and Honeſty will appear;thovgh thoſe 
Examples that we have alledged .in this Caſe are buta yery fewto 
thoſe we could alleage. 

I; About Polycarprs, that eminent Martyr, who was ſaid to be 
the Diſciple of St. 1obn the Evangeliſt, and who lulfered under Ye. 
rw the Emperor, Ann. 170. Euſ. I. 4.c. 14, 15. Ere. Chro, 557. 
Toour ſaying that he was demanded to ſwear by the Emperor's. 
Goad Fortune, 'or Cefar's Proſperity, he abſolutely denyed, and 

| | ſaid, 


. 
: 


faid, He was a Chriſtian; 186 — They «aterpres FGOOD. 
FORTUNE] by Hra/ſperty, gr 46 5f 1his MHarryr could uot ſweat 
by the. Emperor $:Gool Forthnes, bur bybis Profperity But for that 

bath left us to leekfor a Proof. He- adds, Exſc 11 in- the place 

got:d bath *uitiy 7% Kairegs Toy », which the Tranſlation ren+ 

ers, Farare per Cziaris genium, Swear by the Germs, the good 
Demon or gocd Fortune of Caſar, whith Form of Oath Polycarpus 
audrbe whele Army of . Martyrs refuſed th takg ; beoauſe that whuch 
the Gentiles ffil.d Geny #he Chriſtians - knew: 40 be. Devils, A: 
Daw? bty Argument 5 Polycarpus weld nat ſmear by an Heathen- 
5/b Ged1 f, or thew Guds. who were Dewls, therefore Chriſtians maſt 
1.gt Swear by the True Gd. . 

Reply, This he calls a. Daughty Arg::ment is none. of ours, but . 
his own Con.equence unjuſtly deduced againſt us ;, for ours is, That 
Pulycarpms refuſed to ſmear as the Heathen required, bccau{e he 
was a Chriſtian, for Cofi cignce-ſake z bur. F. S., thinks this not. 
cnough to prove that he rcfaſed to ſwearby the True God:; / nd 
as he kath not proved'this,. ſo we do not think. that he hath proved 
or can prove that Folycar jas-cither could. ſmear, or proſered to 
[near by the true God ;,; for that was not.requized of. kim: There- 
fore it was enough for him to refaſe all the ſwearmsg that they re- 
quired, and nat to tell them he could got ſwear by the True God; 
for that was not the Matter he was cailed upon It is true, that 
Polycarpus and thoſe Chritian-Martyrs, refuied to Swear by t:e 
Good Fortune of Ce/ar, which is as we cited before, 2, But 
why makes this man ſuch -a Differcace between the Good Fortune 
of Ceſ«r, or Ceſar's Proſperity ? 

- Hetells us, 'p..20. 'Fhat Teri 4ianafſureth us, That the primi- 
tive Chriſtians, who iuffered ander the Page, Perſecutions, who 
would not [wear by the Geniz of the Emperors, Eave /or:. by the 
Health of the Emperors, Teri. Apdleg, C. 32, Whatever 
Tertillian ſaith of thoſe Chriſtians, it dot? not invalidate our par- 
tiguiar Inſtance of Po.ycarpms, who was a more eminent Martyr,and: 
clear in bis Teſtimony then many others; For what is moreplain 
in-Ecclefiaſtical Hiſtory, then that ſome Chriſtian-Martyrs excce- 
ded many of the more weak Chriftsans, both in their Courage, 
Va!our, Patience, Nobility and Clearne's in bearing their Teſti- 
mpny ? And we did not ſay,” that allthe former Chreftiar.s, Mar- 

tyrs 


© $4 


"=xyrs and Fathers figee the Apoltes dayesreſiied to ſwears 6 we. 


gin ome tunes an Term Friis Cyr = | 
artyrs and Fathers, @c: the-Co/e5-p: 9. + And alltyirs cox ; 


rn tered th the Tlgernes Henk 
| | 3 pra\ ror's pv 
Ceſar's'Proſpetity, hich tothem was inſtead of a great Oath, 
Tertall. ibid, Jed" IFY Es fs | 
* Andthongh F, S. would inlinuate, Th yearpus didror re. - 
_ fuſe Rn uport the Acconne of Chriſt's Inhibaien, but the Im. 

: picty of the Form of the Oath; ſayings Thetthe true Criterion was 
this, That theGetitiles would have hadtbe Marty» 5'ſmear by the Idols, 
but the Martyrs would not ſwear but by the God of Truth; pag. 38. 

- See 'the Man's Contradition to himſelf, and-to what he faith 
Tertallian aſſures us, viz, That without the' leaft ſcruple of Con- 
ſcien they have ſworn by the Health of the Emperor, © ! 
and yet would not fwear but by the God of "Truth: Was there tio 
; rence between the Health of a Wicked Pcrlecuting Empc- 
ror, andthe God of Truth? If Polycarpwe had then profered, ac-. 
*-cording to F.S. his Account of thoſe Martyrs, viz. By the E- - 
"ternal God I'wiſh or pray for the Health. of the Emperor ; br 
elſc; if this would not have pleaſed his Perſecutors, when they 
urged him to ſwear by the Fortune of Ceſar, he had thentanſyer- 

» ed, "Well, I will ſwear by the Pro/perity or Health of the Empe- 
-ror, probably he might have come off at a more eaſie rate then he 

«did ; as many Temporizers have evaded Suffering in 'our dayes, 
But to proceed with Pclycarpm ; © The Proconſul urged him di- 
"© vers times to {year by the Fortune of Ceſar ; To whom Polycare 
© 55 anſwered, If thou requireſt this Vain-Glory, that I proteſt 
"© tie Fortune of Cefar, as thou ſayeſt, feigning thouknoweſtme 
©not who Iam, hear freely, Iam a Chriſtian; and if thou de- 
© fireft to know the-DoCirine of. Chri/tiamty, appoint the'day and 
© thou ſhalthear it . The Proconſul commanded the Beadle thrice 
*<in the midſt of the Theatre + - Pub confeſſeth hitn(elf 'a 
< Chriftiaz The Multitude both of Fews and Geari4es inhabiting - 
© Smyriza- cryed with one Voice, Thar Polycarpus mitft be Zurne 
'<quick,; upon which the Multitude forrh-with ap toy and 
*< Weod, -and- Sticks" out of -their Shops and Booths, - but eſpecial- 


. 
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” 


» 


-*: . 8 To: 
"7s Ietys ferved promptly*(after their wonted manner) for 
« tar purpoſe, &c. © See the Accountat large, Exſeb. 1.4. chap. iy. 
- Soit appears that both the out-ragious Gentiles, who were "A 
ſwearing by their Heather Gods, and thoſe hypocritical /7-ws,who 
were commatided'to ſwear only by the True God, both joyned to- 
-gether to. murder this Eminentand Valiant Chriſtian-Martyr, who 
would have taugft the Proconſul the Chriſtiah DoSfrine, which 
containsan expreſs Prohibition of Swearing ; and whole Refuſing 
to Swear by theGood Fortune of Ceſar appears to be (as he was 
« Chriſtian, ' from Chriſt's Prohibition) with reÞect to him, as 
well as npon the Account of the Impiety of the Form of the Oath 
3t ſelf, though thoſe furious Hea hens and envious Jews were not 
fi to hear al = ——_ at rene Conſider that [renews 
reporteth (Lib. 3, againft Hereſ.) That Polycartms wisnot only - 
-inftruted by the Apoltles, and converſant wht miny who ay 
Chriſt ; butalſo of the Apoſtles ordained Biſhop of Smyrne —— 
who lived long, and was very old, and atlength fini- Enſeb | 
ſhed this Life with moſt Glorious and molt renowned aſeb. 1.4. 
Martyrdom, when he had continually wp that © + 
which he'- learned of the Apoſtley : And that he converted 
many of the Hereticks unto the Church of Tod, preaching the 
one and only Truth received of the Apoſtles”. To which we 
add, {t is not then probable that he ſhould'teach the Jews DoArine, 
for ſwearing by the Lord either to God or men ; much Jes that he 
taughr men to ſwear by the Health of Ceſar ; But rather thathe 
- tavght- them as Chriſt and his Servant /amcs did, Not to ſwear at 
all, 'by Heaven, Earth, or any other Oath : -ſecing he continually 
taught that which he had learnt of the Apoſttes, 2. It is not pro- 
bable he ſhould fo plainly contradict the Apoſtle - Jar:s his Do- 
Qrine, My Brethren, -Swear not; neither by Heaven, nor by 
Earth, nor by any other Oath ; astoſay, My Brethren, Ye may 
either Swear by God that you wiſh Ceſar's Proſperity ; cr other:- 
wiſe; You may Swear by the Health of Caſa» the Emperor, though 
Ne of the primer Chr ftans he bad rang cnet 
imphes of rhe priminve Chr o/f5ans, tau ite contra! 
ed Apoſtle, ** . | Lerh meg 
. Ard its allo aid by Irenexs, There is extant an = a 
Epiſtle of - Polycarpus unto the CO vesy Enſ. 1.4. Cg4 


(34); | 
profitable for. ſuch -as are rareful. of their Salvation, w' cre they 
may know the true Character of Faith and Rule of DoQrine. 
A 'tis faid, Polycerpus m ntion hereof, (viz. of Igne:- _ 
yp «5, the Martyr bis/Epiftle to the Church at Smyraa) 
—ev++3+ in the Epiſtle ynder-his Name neo the Phulippiqu7s, | 


INTL 


- writing thus, <I beech you al//that you be Obedient, 
© and exerciſe Patience, which you haye thfoughly zen, not only in 
© bleſſed Ignatins, Rufus and Zoſimus, but in divers of your ſelves, 


Gin ao of the. Apoſtles, and in Paul, with the - of me A-+ _ 

[4 ! .* . 1 a » . 

' poſties,&tc. Now it is not likely that Polycarpurzex them- . 
> dla. 


ſo to Obedience..as to follow the Apoſtle's Dectrine 


ple, ſhould yet hold it lawful to Swear either by the Health of the 


Fraperor, or by God, both contrary t » tie Law and 7 Goſpel, 
and to the expreſs DoQtine a1J earneſt Admonition 0 
ſte Fames, Fam 5.12. Itisalſo faic, (Eyſcb, lib. g, chap. 23.) 


the Apo- _ 


That Polycarpui. being at Rome inthe tiqe of Anerus, they both. . 


varyed among them elves, yet were they foqn reconciled, . peither 
was Anwetus able to periwade Po'ycarpas that he ſhould not re- 
taig.that which he- had alwayes obſerved with oh! the Diſciple of 
the Lord, and the reſt of the Apoſtles, with whom. hobad heen 


converſant. ... It is not probable then, that he ſhould be perſwaded. 
not to retain.Chriſt and. his Apoſtles Doctrine,, Swea not, at all,.. 


» os 


neither by Heaven, &c, nor by any other Oath, te teach the Chri-. 


ſtians that ey might Sweer by the. Healthof the Emperor, &c; 
F. S's acculing the 


»y'c.in this Kingdom, and therewith aſperſing the King and both 
Houle of Parliament with- the Crime of Heatheniſh Idvlatry, 


heſe are both,very Malicious & Fale;for.no ſuch Compaiiſonwas . 


intended by us: There was no mention of that Form of Oath 
which gn uſe in this Kingdom, but of that which was requireq of 
Polycarpas by the. Fortune of Ceſar (which was then their Natior 
pa] Out), 

© was a. Goreft 


ie oblizged"in Conſcience as a Chriſh1an, not. 
Rar Paths nn2 gunteagobiggetin Conlienct3o (arty, 


1 Quakers with comparing the Oath which the . 
Proconſul tendered to Polycarpes, to thi t Fyrm of Oath whichis .. 


_ . # 4 I» J X ” —, —— LI 
-- and in Obedience to his Pattche? o to Swear at all,or take theſe 
Oaths, becauſe of Chriſt's Prohibition, there being yet a Diffe- 
' rence in the Objects ſworn by, oy ot EW 
| © 2ly, That Porticw pnd Blandina, who were M , and 
cruelly tormented to Dat by the Heathen? in France,in. the Reign 
of Amoninu Verus, Ann, 179. refuſed to Swear, being often ur- 
ged, is plain, Euſeb.1. 5. cap. 1. And thatthey contemning the 
Heathen fdols refuſed ro Swear by them, is not denyed : But that 
' they were boundin Conſcience to this Refuſal, only becauſe of 
the Impiety of the- Form of the Oath, and not alſo upon the Ac- 
count of Chriſt's Prohibition, is deny'd by us, and not proved by 
' F.S, For 'tis probable enough it was on the Account of both, 
_ they ſuffering both as Chriſtians wha reſpected Chriſt and his A- 
- Poſtles Dottrine, and ſo near the Apoſtles dayes. Belides, | 
was moſt neceſſary for the Martyrs in thoſe dxyes openly to con- 
temn and teſtifie againſt the Heathen Idols, inrefuſing to Swear, by 
them, being not called to Swear by the True God; without de- 
claring, that Baſilides, who of a Periecutor was made a Martyr, 
| who was a Souldier, and of Aythority in the Roman Hoſt, being 
required+o give an Oath in a Matter concerning his ow ou 
' Giers, Say d10 do it, plainly affirming, He was « Chriſtsar, an 
trekge | uffered Death about Arr. Chriſt 205. For this ſee 
. Enſeb, lib, 6. cipp. 4 and At; & Mon, 1 Vol. p.71, The 
Matter here, ſo fat as 'tis cited F. S. cannot deny, and yet faith, 
I mieft make bold to Jer down the Bcok, which they have omitted, Fox 
Vol. 1. fol. 71. which is not true; the Book is ſet down before his 
Eyes, but not all F. Fox's words cited where he addeth, Their Oarh 
' Then: was wont to be by the - Idols and the Emperor ;, this'is 7o. Fox's 
Addition : Whereas E+/cbins bath it more politive, thus, Baſi- 
lides beitig required of his Fellow: Soyldiers to.Swear for ſome, Oc- 
caſion or other, affirmed plainly, I was not Lawful for hjm te 
Swear; for he faid, He was a Chrsſtien; and he would in very 
deed Proteft or witneſs the ſame, ſee Exſeb. 1.6. c.4. The 
Trutii cf it is, We cannot {ee how to reconcile F, S's Work, orto 
make it conſiſtent, with itſelf, or..in Hiſtory, That tee primi- 
tive Chriſtians and Martyrs could without Scruple 05 Conſcience 
Swear by the Hecalrhor Preſpcrity of the Emperor, and yer refu'e. 
to Swear by his Ceed Forrure, or that they conld takefuch «Mili- 
E 2 : tary 
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tary Oath, even in FORT -: ., £3 as by the Mujefty of the 
Emperor, and yet refute to Swear but by the God of Truth, as he . 


ccnfeſſeth. - 


His Charge of wickedly Falſifying Authorities we return back 
upon him, as a SlanJer; and we doubt not,to make it further ob; 


vious, that he is the man guilty. 
ly, Our Example out of the 


Iz. there any Probadi:ity or Ap- 
pexpance of Lice'ihoad, that if the 

ay il of Sweiriag had not been a 
received Do&rine | an the Primicive 
Ctyiſtianc, but the Murtyts for the fult 
\Three Hundred Yeats ti1d frotna!l x- 
lonz? That the Famous Fa:hers in the 


ſacceeding Ages of the, Greek Church , 


(which was che 'eſs degengzated) as, 
Chry o/tm, Baſil, Hilary,Gc. ſthou'd 
bring i: ins a reviv'd Dodtrine again? 


Age; without men:jon vf.che Main- 
tainers or Ave:tors of th con'r ry ? 


And Origen, Iuſtin Martyr, ©c. 


even in th6ſe Times of Perſecution, 
reltined azainft Swezring, which” Te- 


ftiotwvny was continued among the 
DUallenſes, who, as their Adverſazies 


fay,con-inu'd from chgprimikive times. 
0) ſerius de ſuccelſione, cap 10. 
5. z. &x Botono Parmenſs, ci eth, Hu- 
miliai in nullo errabant; niſi quia con- 
demnabant jurantes. © Of, theſe he 
faye*, their Otizinal were in Millan ; 
They were rejeted of Pope Innocent 
3- and Pope Lyciue. ; 
Chap, 8. $:2x. Anno 1052. A- 


14 inſeftatur. Tales ſunt brgie bare- 
t'cs Manichai, quis ſus haveſt patrian 
Agennenfem ma-ulacerunt ; qui men- 
truntur ſe v:1:m Aprſtolorum tenere : 
Dicentes, ſe non mentirs, ne: dnmnn? 
jurare. © 4 b. 


. Aut 


Plow-man's Complaint againſt 
the Pope's Breaking © Chriſt's 
Commaniment, in making a 
Law to compel men to 3wear z 
This F.S. confeſſeth comes bomg = 
to the Point, if the Allegation | 
be fathſul , but if thu Plow-man , 
be Chaucer © Jack-upland, .as by | 
his ftile he ſeems. to be, I never _ 
rexd, {ith he, that be was Ca- 


 nonizeda Martyr, or dubbid 4 
thar which had been praiſed ſeveral * 


Father of the Chuych, thong 
he be Dad of Engliſh Peers : Nor 
do [ thirk, bis Romance will paS 
among Rational Men for Good 
ty... 

Repl. Here this oſer (a- 
vorrs more of one affetcd to 
Popery, then with the Plow- 


* man's Complaint *gg.nſt the 


Pope. Asfor his guclſing who 
penn'd that Complaint, it is of 
little value, while he (lcights and 
ſcoffs at the thing it ſelf, more 


gennenſer, Maitichens,Radw!.. Ardens - like one Popilhly affeted then 


a real Prot: ſtant; Howevery 


* wketherthe Plow-man's Com... 


plaint was penn'd by any Mar- 
tyr or Father of the Church or 
no5" it was owned by the Sufe; 
rers,as their Senſe in thoſe days, 


and recorded among the Martyrs Teſtimonies for Chriſt,% gain 
| the 


y —_— : 
the Pope: . And however bet / or _jeers Chaucer, .lidth he 
net been owned as a witty Wick/:har, and a Witnels in-his Me- 
thod againſt the uſurping Clergy in his time? 
5ly. He ſleightly. ſhuMes off the Inſtances of Jobn Wickiif 
W:{,am Swinderby, and the poor Chriftiens in thoſe dayes, their 
Teſtimonies againſt Swearing, and againſt the Pope and Prelates 
ng to Swear, &c, as if they were only applicable to” 
Qaths in.Contrats, or by any Creature, or idly,&e.. Bur he bath 
qthing againſt. our, Citations, whereas what. we have citedof 
p #liam Swinderby extends farther then this man's Limitation ; As 
the 14th Article againſt him was, that he ſhould 'ay, That no man 
otght to Swear for any_thing, but ſimply without an Oath to Af-. 
firm,qr Deny ; . and if he Swears he ſins, 4. A707, 11vol. fol.614. 
Its true, he anſwered to this, That men ſhovld fict Swear by any 
Creature by the Law of God; but he further declares R. Rich 
his. Mind and Sen'e in his Appeal from the Biſhop's j' Phy 
Sentence to King Richard 2, and his Conncil; in ©* £397» 
theſe words, Whereas Chriſt's Law forbids Swearing, the Pope's 
Law jultiges Swearine, and.compels men thereto, A. & Mon.. 
x vol; fol 618 [note that in the former, he ſpeaks with reference 
to Ged; Law, inthe latter ts:Chyiſt's Law) 'which no doube was 
the Opinion.of many more, as appears by the Plow-man's Com- 
plaint, which otherwiſe had not ſo been preſerved and propagated 
as it was, Andit hens from that Doctrine received among the 
ow Chriſt##.s in this Nation, that zeither the Pope, nor the Pre- 
atey neither any other ory can compel any man to-Swear b 
any Creature,of God, or by the Bible-Book, 4. Mon. 1 vol... 
fol. 687, which Opinidn' amohg others their Per'ecutors 
ſovght to make them renovnce and abjure.' By this it appears they | 
oppoſed the Popes compelling men to ſwear upecn the Bible Book, | 
wherein they alſo ſwear by the Lord. Nt | 
By his ſaying, Theſes Martyrs that held that, al Oaths that be 
made for any Contratt or Bargain-were Unlawful, CO 
However, it was matter of Conience to themi that ſo held; &c. .. 
It appears then, that they held ſomething unfawful that was uſed of 
old time, both before and vnder the Law, . contrary to ?.S. p.15... 
For both before and under the Law there. were private Oaths ard... 
| was edi gd: ns ail ang ' Swearing 


"Speabldg' in | tian C33 NINO" between inn «al 
- man, as w Goa es, And if che Martyrs Te- 
Rimony fd Pope's C 
»* ask, 'Where did ever theP ape's Law compel Mech to Sweaf in 
their private Bargains between man and man? and why are men 
6 ber onge Sweating in their Account for their Tyths, -more then 'ih 


Gould Gem eg $ about them ? 
. would ordially to concur with Witiam T bergs . be 
Rar, only agalaſt Sweering by the Book, b 
Creatas: Gee. reas when Wikia Thorp: was'deman | th 
* kneel down, and touch the holy Goſpel-Book, and ki(s ir, ſaying 
So help me God, and this holy Doom; he argues largely y again ainſt 
: it, concluding 'thus , Therefore to Swear upon a. Book is to 
by Creatures, -and this Swearing is ever unlawful; 
further, This Sentence witneſſes Chryſoftom plainly, Blaming hem 
| xp that-bring forth a Book to ppon ; charging Clarks, 
- that in no wiſe they. conſtrain-any Bedy to Swear, whether they 
| a man to Swear True or Fa i, AF. Mon. 1 vol. fol. 503, 
See how plain it is that William Thorpe 's words were againſt Swear- 
ing upon a Book, by Go#l, (or «s b:1p mt God) and agaldift force- 
- ing any Body, to Swear-Truc or Fae; {o'that the ſaid Willie 
didnot only condemn the P piſts common Swearing oy 
dy p24 Saints, but alſo their Swearitig upon a Bo 
-nthis Form, So help me God and this boly Doom, Aft, Men. 
"fol. 701, Er Now what Chryſeſtom, whoa he eth, wit- 
 neſ{cth in thisCaſe againſt Swearing, is. very plain and poſitive from 
the Greek, Copy unqueſtioned, Tom: 1, Hem. 17.-p. 217, (pal- 
ag the in his- other, Tow,-Homil. 12, if queſtioned) where le 


« \Vhat therefore if ſame require an Oath,. and impoſe a 
« Neceffity of Swearing ; let the Fear of God be more powerful 
-« then all Neceſſity : Forif, thou wilt alwayes objeR ſuch Occa- 
-« fions,. thou wilt keep nothing of thoſe things that are comman- 
een ek i yoo then Yea. and Nay ? To Swear, not to 
| a uy] dp that tha: is of Evil, and 
yous 88 contrary ; for that is fuperfluous which 
ly, which F gertanly is an Oath; if Evil, how 


© Livy ? —-—Thatis now Adultery, 
which 


poipul n.reacht only private Oaths; 


(39) © 

«hich was then allowed... Weakneſs required thenw- for: - 
« unleſs hoſe things bed gone before, the had- nat {© 09- 
« fily. been received — Their Vertue isnow ſhown-—+{— Sweating: 
& was penuitted heretotore by the'Laws loft then ſhould worſhip - 
« Idols; gx./r-4ar by Idols ; 'it brought them to ſolid Meat. ' What 
& Evil then is it to {wear ? 'muzh without doukt —- but new after 
«fo _ of Power, but not then —— We muſt ſtudy 
«eo do above the old Commandment—— Unleſs your-Righte- 
«-0u nels . exceed, &c. . Some come io far thort of it, that they 
« refuſe not only to Swear, but even do Forſwear—— [fro Swear 
«be Evil, Perjury is great Evil. With much more to the ſame 
purpoſe, his Aſertions and Reaſans ou geueral, extending £0 
all /wearing ; 'and goes on toexhort and deter men framſleighting 
- the Command of Chriſt. Read the place at | 

Cancerning. Elizaberh T owng, who! was brought to Examinitis 
en.igthe Afarien dayes before the Coarbe/ick Inquiltors of Hereti- | 
cal Pravity, as they ſtiledthem(lves; her refuling to Svwear'F.s, 
confines to theſe Reaſons, Firſt; Becauſe ſbe wonld net betray hev 
Chyiſtian-Friends.. 2dly, Beauſe of the. Nredleſneff' ro: S wean 
whether ſhe*'was 4 Man or 4 Woman, ſhe affirming her ſelf rabea 
Woman #hat' being without+an Oath»by Search x 
Whereds her Reaſon is more general then. either of: theſe rwe 
hinted ; *For when Dr. Adarrts taid to her, \Fhou ſhalt be Racked 
Inch-meal, thou Traitorly Whore and Heretick; but. thou yo 
Swear before a Judge before thou go. To. this Eliz.. Town 
ſwered, Sr.'1 u "not what an; Oath ks,” and te 1 
wall take tio ſuch Oathupon me, Dr: Artis faid,. She cefileth L 
to Swearvpon the four gel lits. before:s Judge ; For I-my {elf 
and Mr. Hy -have had:hes before us four times, ' but we cannot 
bring ver do- Finn, Then: faid the Biſhop, .wilt-thou not--- 
Swear beforea Judge, Gee ? Elix, My Lord, I wilkzoe Swear thes - - 
rhis. Hands mine.. Mo, ſaid the Biftop, andwhy ?+{EGz, Chit | 
faith, that whiefeever 54 ore chirk Tea5" Vang and Aly, Nay, « 
romerh of Boil!” rertheRelation more Sn TR 
Obferre'th31 thc Renfonofher 
then F. 5. relates : -Jrwasmnet only por boca bere-r yan, Sr 
her Friends, or becauſe of the Unneceſſuzineſs. of the Oath; Ut -- - 
berauiey 5%, She Cropled an Ouch ix fel, Byings'l vadenſan 


mgk:* + 


00} wharan' Ouch is " 24ly, Ko; Chriſt's as Wie 
 everis more-then Yea, Yea, and Nay, Nay, ir comrnce. 
| 20A , Iris plair/ſhe refuſed 10. Swear upon the 
before x hon. Fart wp xo.Alege—Spariiyn Ther 
I:&; hath greatly this ſincere Woman and Martyr, ih 

Tendence® her Teſtimony ugainſt- Swearing from ,its gners 

endence 

To'vur Example of the Waldenſer profeſling it to be no way 
go - nb Bip Uſher Chriſtian to Tony _ Defence 

oY »Biſhop UV RT is Book De Succe 

Ann. 1200, ne Fed. c, 5." and of the Chriſtian-Prote, ><. 
of Picdmount,' who, were cruelly Tox- 
5 about Anno 1655. 


' Morl. nie  theV. 
' ag. 217,-218- ..turedto Death: by the Pepiſts 
--OQne Anticle alledge them was, That the 


. believed it norlawful to nn ens To theſe 


. F.5. anſwers thus, viz, F6 hee of Print ihe 
* the Relicks of: the old Wa/denſes, againſt whom this was wont to 
Feng ar the Papiſts," that they were wholy againſt all Swear- 

which point the Arch-Biſhop' of mamainag is Op undertakes to 


in 
þr Poderaasl but trow ? or » tut by 
f roners a ito: be a "Calumny Cc their Mor: 
th 7 eg eter arao th x he / 
« did prove it uniny openthe Waldenſes, the y proje. 
dy, # be "0 =—_—_ hanyefifer: « Chriſtian roSwear ; will appear by 
rn 5] onherahe addeth, That Frier Nig, 
Cn eſte, of rhe, Weldenes, 


tz or _exir erally 
wry, eb Swear F 


aide a> Foy: : Andtheir fourth Here. 
about confeſſne Truth, or revgoling their 
wful or 4 Sint but Lawful and Sacred! Ti is, 


ane the: pliee: forequates, Þ.. 162. 
, "1 P.. 162. 00 
exinice the Qanderour Fors of Roman Scribes . ys 


| Galkunnics, and: fer The extream V 
mans wear wan un foriie Gaſes, th Pol hes 


bold it Unlawfubm Caſe th: Swenr,:  Ublervenhere, ; 

enrol ues re tnckes rg nodbeing of- the: Opinion, : rha7-.5 
wemag leyelſe «a Chrifhgy teSweor, fromzhe Papif b Acey- 
ſation, 


-— 
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ition,”thit they beld it lawful to Forſiwear,” So thax thismay 

_(moſFdiſhoneſtly) leaves that honourable People /  Waldenſer, ” 
neva Blenilbof For ſwearing ; wheress if had dealtthenſt 
”m 


yings That the Hereticks who never ſw:ar, ate like 
' the Devil, w 


that theſe (viz. the Valdenſcs) are as far from Lyes and Perju- 

ries,as thoſe falſe Friers are from Truth and Modeſty, I bring thole 

two wy ne cited in the ſaid Article for Witneſſes ; The one 

whereof writesthus of the Leoni/t; or jar 4 we They are aware 

-of DetraSion, and of 'Scurrilouſnels, and of -a Lye, and+of a1 ; 
-Oath-: : The other'thus, kn Words they are Cautious ; Lyes;Oatks, L 
and all things that are Naturally Diſhoneſt they av6id: To Which 
*may -be! added alſo a' third, namely, that Ger man which pub- 

liſhed a Writing of the DoQrine and Behaviours ofthe Wa'der ſes"; 

"They teach to avoid a Lye, Detraction and an Oath, nt foU(b. 

-er argues thus,: Becauſe their Adverſariesconfels they ave id Ocths, 
therefore to m_ them with Forlwearing is an Ab.uidity wigh- 

-out Truth 'or Modeſty. LO STT ACT 

* - Sy that 'denyitng/ to ſwear is thus far cotntetided; 'as 

rt cletrs them from the poſkibility of Forfvearitg! and _ 
.mary:Swearing ; wherein (he {ayes) the Pay'ff;, their Adver3- 

-Tich, are-mare like the Devil :- Anddo 4s /ours in-Lying ; for Ke 

perverts it thus in Vſhcr's Name. From their Forſwearmy he it- 

$976 t | gues 
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Or Cameo | 


| Net CORY =" ' plajly uhm 
and abuſed the poor Faldenſes . and greatly yilijedan ad 
us, faying, Where are your Eyes ? Where « REY who 
bilye ſo many,c+c? - We may ask this,. F.S, Where are thy Eyes? - 
Where isghy Conſcience, who haſt not-only moſt groſly belyed 
and rel {i butſhamefully miſ repreſented the Wald-nſcs, and 
perverted Biſhop 7 ſnrr,? -And, where muſt be oux Wie (or any 

Bodies elſe) if we Ton? F. 8. upon his. bare words -perverting 
ſuch an eminent. Authors, ſo plain and obvious, which we defire the 
ingenuous Reader feriouſly-to look into and:compare with both |, 
our Accountand-his. We appeal to-the-1 ruth in 

Wikies Ge Brnmple 12. F.S. only {ets down Eraſmus, Plato, ; 
Jeander, Antonims, Heſiad, Theognisz, and then anſwers, or ra- 
ther quib'es, This ranking Eraſmus with Heathen ſpnclls rank, 
of the Jeſuits Fixje : Whereas he himfelf hath thus ranked E- 
ra/mus with the Heathen, rather then we ;.. For we have given | 
a particular Account of Eraſmw's Teſtimopy,. only, added the o- 
ther afterwards,- not.at all .cither to yndervalue- Eraſmus, or to . 
paint him hexging berween Heaven and Helb, as he ſaith, it is the 
Feſuits Device : But to let..that pas, | However-'F. $, ſecmsto 
| haye no mcan Efteem for Eraſmus ; but whether he-be real there- 
in or will nuther appears. where | he 9; ſaith of = 
Tags 7, nt was far enouth from on of the yan 
for where bg leaks thus of the  unlarfuleſ 5 of Swearing, t 
leſneſsof Oaths, he ſpeaks of Swearing in our ordinary | hanna 
tim, 4s. is manifeſt from: that Cle Cray Betpaincs need | 
no Oath, ye need no Exccration, 

Obſerve here, Reader, he reftrains Eraſmus here to oppoſe - 
| ing ouly-in ordinary Communication, ang the like, and. as 
Tar res, far on h from our. ion; we mes warren 


—_ 


| (43) i 
_, Ste furrher Eraſmws in his Parapbreſe earMat, 47-54. 
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Having cited the [cxt he ſaith, © Among the Fews only 
\ Perjucy is puniſhable—bur the Law of che Goſpel, that-- 
*ye ſhould be more fire from Perjury, doth utterly con- 
© demn-a}l manner ot Oaths-4 that is not lawſul ro Swear, 
"neirher by God, nor by thoſe things which ſeem to the- 
© common ſort to be of leſs Religion. Here both che 


Aſertions and the Reaſens are general, with ſeveral 0- 


ther Clauſes, ſome more particular, and others general, 
be:ore he. cames tothe particular Inſtance * [in your Bar- 
C:ins)] ye- need no-Oath, ye need no Execration or Curſing x 
which Particular cannot make void his. general Poſition 
84d Reaſon, both beſore and atter ; to which we refer the 
Reader to view at large. | | 
And likewiſe on his. Paraphraſe on- Fam. 5,12, heis 
as.general and poſitive in aſferting and ar- 
geuing the Caſe againſt Swearing, thus, —___—_— 
« Bur eſpecially, my Brethren, Swear not,” *- || 
© {cſt by little and lictle. you accuſtom your ſelves to.For- 
© {wear. Among the Fews.and Heatbens for. Fidelity's- 
* fake there is an Oath pur between; But among Chri- 
© firms, which oughs.ncither to diſtruſt ady man, neither 
*beza will co deceive” .jt.is a vain thing : -Whoſoever 
© is accuſtomed to fear, is couſin german, zo the Peril of 
© Foriwearing 3 - Be ye afraid. notoaly, toſwear by. God -: 
*;n humane Afﬀairs and in light Matters,. but alfo ab- 
* ſtain from all kind of Swearing, that you-Swear neither - | 
©by Heaven, neither by Earth, norany-ocher thing that 
*the comman people eſteem. holy andreligious. Who- 
*ſoever dire be bold to Lye without Swearing, . he. dare -- 
* do the ſame alſo when. he Swearcth,, if he liſt, He. 
ehat is a good man will believe. man without Swear- 
*10g.z and.that nought is will not.truſt a = if be. 
"44 o WCEar+:. 
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"<ſpel-like Plaineneſs, rherEis'neither-phace of Diſtraſt» 
< ing, nor to' imagine Deccit y - but let your plain Com- 
<municartion berregarded for no le(s-true anitedfuſt-theh 
*any manner of Oath of rhe.Fews or-Pagans, how holy 
© £ſoeveritbe, &c. | Ts (CY 
-- . Toour Inſtance of Auguſtin on Pſal. 83, & de ren- 
4acio, ):; S.: anſwers; The very word: here alledgtd twince, 
that St; Auguſtine ſpeaks of common Swearing , and that he 
muſs be beſide his Text, if from the Old Teſt ament he infer the 
Unlawfulneſs of all kinds of - Swearing. | 
Reply. ' Awzwſtine's words are plain and general, thar 
we cited;- however he kept-ro the New Teſtament Text 
and to himſelf in ocher places we ſhall nor ac preſent ex« 
amine- {ib he did nor, 4t ſhould have been retracted by 
him) but recite A#gſtine's words more fairly then F, 8. 


£ 


- hath done, + | | 
| © Itis well that God hath forbidden mano Swear, leſf 


: , "* by Cuſtomof Swearing (inaſmuch as weare 
pr &  *apttomiſtake) we commic Perjury : There 
< is none -but God can ſafely ſwear, becauſc 
© there's noother butmay be deceived. | 
© © I fay unto yQuz Swear not at all, leſt by Swearing ye 
''- --*- - *cometo a Facility of Swearing, from a Fa- 
—_—_ *ojtiry t0a Cuſtom, and {from a Cuſtem ye tall 
| into Perjury, 3 2f- 
- Obſerve here, Reader, 'that both: his P<ſitions and 
Reaſons ate general, and his Inference deduced* from 
Chrift and his Apoſtles'own words againſt Swearing, as 
Eraſmns' $ arc. + | | I 
And we now- muſt fiirther cite Augaſtine in the 
Caſe”, {ce AuguſtinSerm. 3. Ad competemes:, ©Let then 
<norvaly abſtain from Perjury, but alſo from'an Oath, 
+7 1 Ty -* Becauſe 


FY wear: "But. anyotig you ;that/arc;furniſhed-withCo. 


- 
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; dngafin. hw he place 
tt Einar Dtuddeth ro ro 
© Swear, which This och to the Righteouſneſs of the 
L. af Heaven: For, as he who dott-nor (peak, 
'©exnnot ſpeak aLye, ſo he cannot Forſwear who doth 
Tor Swear (ſo he goes'on toexcuſe Pal for a. 
&c, andcalling God to e+e .) ſaying hat 
* an Oath is not'of good things, or among 
* but ofevil rhings, or to be reckoned-emong evil wrench 
And ayes, * Let a man refrain touſeit, bety Necef- 
ty, forthe Infirmiry*of others, whichis Evilz from 
Ow w_ Aw”? that ” _ Gt be delivered. 
Anettftin, on Fam. 5. 's Apoſfol, ſerm.30., © Per- 
© haps it is only for God to:Swear, Feb cannct eafindst 
_u fohe goeson tothew how hard itis for wen to #yoid 
erjury:; 
Auguſtin. de mendacio Retra#?. lib. 1. ©. vit, He ſays, 
15 obſchee and intricate, 
To our Inſtance of the 4lbinerin Fraxte,and ſALIPY 
Mich, Sadley,an emit.cat M artyrin Germany,that © 
 Beldit was unlawful to Swear; ardtlat one Article al> 
ledyg'd againſt him was,that he had (aidf T hat men ſhould 
fiot Swear to, or beſore the Magiſtrate.) 'Totheſe J.S, 
anſwers; Tour Aut bors ſay only, that That --_ Was alle d+ 
£*d again them, but nor, that it was groved.” 
Repl. : Neither do we read thatt} 6 Authors ſay," Thar Thar 
thar Charge was denyed by them, 46d then, what feed 
was there of pom e it beſore ir wasdenyed Þ © 


' To our alledgiry Jerome, Chryſſoe, Feſtive _ 
againſt 


Lf 


gi 
wo. {we he. harhg6ac bf B: 


1: SEE Frames Commentary.0n Met. 5, 09! the.placeg Sine . 
#94, (thyss 4 This was: granttd-as,t0 ligrte rn; The 
Law; -that-as they did offer Sacrifices to God, leſt the 
* \hquid offer them co.1dols ; © So they were ſuffered te 
< {wear by God, |ng.tharchey dig thisrightly, but that. 
Cit was better. ſap givcic to God then to Devils: But 
«che Fruch okthe Gaſpel:doth na.receive an Oath, ſees 
ing emeraphlotSpcech .(orevery Speech of. a faith- 

Maa or;Belieyer) is for (orinſtead of} an Oath. 

+ Jus: Mwtyr, Apoieg. for Ghriſtrans, pag. 63. *prinzcd * 
ab-Pattts 164:5.. lamminguptheDacrines.ot Chriſt to 
the;Hew hen; Emperor, fayes, $He commanded 'vs,.not . 
© coSwearat all, buralwayes to ſpeak Truth; . Swear not . 
Fat all,” but let your Xeabe 7a, . end Nay, Nay; for whatſoever 
* 1s more.comses of Evil. 3) 

Axj en.Brate $0 his, Teſtimony. agaibſt Swearing, 
is as'Plainy poſitive. and rational. as any of them 5 ſee 
Abs;Mon.. I vol. fol, 653» T.-S:aith, off #0: Walter n 
Bruce, #4 tree; he affirmed what is allede ed; bit mth Prote « 
ſtation, Thu hewoulgretratt that Opinion. if he were convitt 
of the: krnor fit z and accordingly did, fpan.Confirexce with 
the Biſhop.of Hereford,: ſubmit himſelf tothe Determination of 


c 
o 


the La epPrats from youriopn Anthir, Foxv.1. p65 3. 
: Reply; This iggett chemangcr ob-the Paprſts miderva- 
haing the Martyrsheſltimoryes, by endeavouring tofaſten 


Retractations andRecancations. upon them , and bcca- ſe 
146 | þ 


this 


Nur - - 
. 
- 
© 


: » 1 has "2 darkly ; [S.. | = L ' 
7s; "ana foready-to revradr, be pe d;Reader,to 
heat Walter Britte's own word? in'thepagebefore cited, & 
how far he fubmirted 'in ſaying; 7: Walcer Brute'fybwm#/t 
my ſelf principally to the Evengeh of Fefue Chrif, "and 1 
the Determination of #ly-Kirk, -and ro the Sentence and De. 
wha "the ods we wvit.. RT Ambroſe, 
Jerome and Gregory.- Judge;we pray,whar RetraQarian 
Ang bs 19. or Oppolar have ſhewed ns,where 
he retraQted that Opinion aforeſaid againſt oaths, if He 
could? or whereever he acknowled!  htinſelf conviniel 
'that this was a» Eyidy? His Submifiion was gy 
the Evangely (or Goſpel) of Feſue Chrift which FS: leaves 
-6ut; as he doth [holy ] before [Church] we hope hewillhor 
charge MY -— be fan a Submiſſion contrary (o 
'theCoſpel of FeſwChriff being that principal ;h# 
be 52 mi argon ny ood oh ce mn So 
that W. Brute retracted any in thewords abovs;tl 
he did ſometime before, when he*rold* the Bi- Xt 
ſhop thas, 1f any man will (bew me that I Err immy ' * £627. 
Writing or Sayings by the Authority of ſacred Seriptare;or by” 
Thority of Reaſon gronnded thereon, '1 will nmblyantt 3 
terve by Determination , ' But 4s for the bare words of y Tea- 
' cher, Chriſt only extepted, 1 will not ſimply $eliewe; exreys 
be b: able to eſtabliſh them by the Truth of Experience, of 
the Scripture, Now conſider, Reader, that rhis was bj 
Submiffon conditionally propoſed;any more-rhen the ve 
ther,'and thar fomerime alter this lie poſirive-, $25 30 
p 


kſ 
ly wrote agaioft Oxrhs, for whicliwereferthee F9L688} 
to the Quortations':: And: this conditional. Sobmiffion 
ſeems rather to argue his Belict, chat chey.could'ner con- 


vince him of Error herein, no; more then rhe: 


FT z 


afor op or A 
0 mes by of Xs 
Fd r. Brake to-haye ſo,m! fo 

Fry in be tac he vs _ 

[i Pig [9] t at 0 cl aa I 

the publick Notary, Vie, Tht be up j8al & net. k 
rChriſtians for any Caaſe i» dny Caſe,to Web ch Creator, 

| Were, Buc rather that 2 "ys politive i,” 

t his. laſt Teſtiqonicy K the, Pape 9. 

Rem, los Aff. Mon, vo " Hl.653.. 

JS. his Coiclufion, pag.43.. it ſavaurs. 

ofrn, 58 anda Perſecuting Spir ric, chat wou 

e King and. Parliaman to US, A456 oy f 
inigue te King what we profeſs, bug we kgqwing the 

contrary ap Conſciences,as being thercinoblieged ty , 

St rok is Gommand, we ſleight our Enemicy /4Y 

vilia 

MW 5: \The-Ord:r of.Middleburgh &« noun: applin. 


| Caſe,wha have refus'd top Church guiies, 
herein wil:'ully ro-Sur, his, Eyes ; for. 
ney ray ok is very;plain for Liberty of. oaſcience, 
and the, Impolitig:yof Oaths, nnco thoſe 
Jahabicanc owe 19-5 'dthe taking the accuſtom dOaths, 
ad whoinftcad.chereof, proff-red as che eaters do) That 
| ſhould flandanſtcad of an,0.th, and the Tranſgreſ- 
be Puniſhed. 4s periured Fahy. which-with the 
rice ofthe Governqur aud:Councilof Zealand-was ac- 
car: ag! ordained and confirmed, Thar,rhis Peoples Tra 
Wws) Boold and infead of an Qath before the M 181frates 
e <a City th Noble PrefidenFro our Purpoſe]  * 


0bj. 


ke 
i 
{fd ro-Riin, Loſs of 
il ae Tony the Youk 
c | that reipeAQs-more the Pope's 
= njol 25 _ rap? Lives LO of 
Proteſtant Subjedts rc Chriſtians: i 
ing an Indulgence & IT: , if we did not refuſe war | 
Prieſts Tyrhe, 3s live #rorcthm, oem pe the Liber. 
2 our.£ mnſcientts if we will Conformable: Oh genervis . 
enit.ro ſuch Lorry it-not PO GEg Tem IG" 1.0 
ferve us tO Confarne, Pay Tyrhes, Upbold Prieffs, &c, whad 
needed we make $ ſor. Liberty * His charge ab - 
har Lopes Exchequer is enviou falſe, 2 
Periecuting Spiric : The Prieſts 1 ths - Barns-are niot the - 
R1jdl Bxebequers, we caniior help to fill chem: 'T de- 
mand Tyrhs of as,not only. of our Lands,but of the Fruits , 
aid Encreafe of our Labours aid Induſtry (amanifet Ex 
tortion/and wheir Demand of them is as Miners of Chriſt; | 
and on a: va 7m Account, as Claiming a Divine Right, ia, 
veitherof which are we (ati fied, nor *Can we own either 
aud we have reaſbn tothink, that the King is imiore Mcr- 
citul to them/abour rhe Firſt Ervits,. then they. are.to us,. . 
ag doth noe ſoſevere] Fg conſe or" ſtxiathy-look. after. . 
themas chey do tots, pwr” mth deeply toiſuf< 
fer both in Pes ſons od Eſtates, and » Lange « Ha: 
vack by takivg away and ſpoiling-mens nod ing 
away their Caws,Oxen,&c.. man y Ames more then 
value of the Tvthe, beſides the 0 os: Houſes 
ha Goods; dg-many ag or | 


wa Us DE bur be ex exp0- 
ako Livelihaeods; becauſewe 
Priefts 2 Oh bard Man.andun- 
and An-. 


a” art 0m eh Cs by 2 Ky $9 pr 
Rel —_ % w e refuſed t to: 
+ betwins Car tityy.chavis, | 
 whiac haves bled many.” - Andif he King and 
Comeitatehe Nation were pleaſed to:tepeal old. 
-- baws:inforcing the Payment of/Lyrhes, arid vo'c6 
: rhend incouſbhic xecſſary civibMſe Pope ta Power, or forme 
Nathonal:Strvice and- Benefit, (6; wondd appear whether ha 
—_ y our parts, andwhetherthe Royal-Exches 
angry + ot be ven Lappyyed: It Loy 
Tentaloom th Bs v exempted from raki 
Our jng exe om - ta al 
Oathypegauſe ouriGonſcicnces willagoc allow .us ang an 
tathis opridverſtry adds, viz. Whegyou altually Ped in 
40s ſolemn & Form, its poſſible for the Tongue of maniye 
z even then whengon ſay, Tow dare not Switar y "Cog 
« tha Sercber of H knows, that it is with: | 
” Chriſtiavicy;#he'Fwangelipd/ Di 
and 18 Cri reſeProhibition,&c. T his | 
us various Defvitions ofan Oathy of which he reckons 
'that to:ſay, God who's 1be Searcher of. Hearts knows;is a moſt 
| folemn& auguſt Form/ob-Swearing - Butſurclyhe egr$- 
joufly miſſethin thiss for ar rhis rate of. defining <a {v5 
| jo oak ofan Oath, we ſhall ſcarce: know howromen« 
tion the Name of God in'any ſerious or ſolemn Way jeicher 
in p/n gems 4 ing Apps co him either as witneſs 
for us,or ſing! t theTruthimay be'difeover 
red in-any© \ becefhoenaſtal de:tookte upon as/@thoſt 
ſolema-and 2 Form ofSwearing,if cheName&fGod 
avs oe. d; when no Sweari is irend{thnoratly 
Fig or-Cercmony'of an Oath uſed? Bt how 0p 
oy dattcrhis contradit jo" 7 thereima 
| a g che true Gadin Praycr,/im En 
; "IM 14 "7" with- 


2a} + 
3 > 5 
EY IRE 
. FA A « 
"od 


ST IVY 


* 
” = 


ſor Weyc £ 
ivy Toyo <f655 a 
ſign a Chr-fian be moved:to _— 
Witnef{x How can this. be. a ſolemn Oath or: 
when he Detaher intends. it. nor aſejh the Ceremony _ 
Oath, norany Im ect or-C 
For there is a p hepa is abkG El my bang ww 
caling to Gad by way 0t- Imprecation, 4 
of Ro and Earth " venger of pc aa and Eee ods we cw 
derly commitcing or reſigning his. Cauſe uato God | 
may difcover. the Truth { bring Witneſs ke nu ) ang 
when it isor may be doubted.orqueſtion'd:' Asina Caſe 
of moment, whereia I know &-am ſure the Trath is 
ſide; while others may doubt or queſtion _ it-I 1 ppl, 
comtiit or reſign my Cauſe to G 
my Witneſs therein)it is ligly ou 


* 


ire, re tharhe mar way 


enlighten their Und know the 
Truth of my. Cauſe Fac En wy. pu 10 and: 
leave it with him, and neg with any > Coming of an 


Oath, nor any inprocan Ingucating of God for Witneſs (or - 
Fudge) againſt my Sou hat needof tharwhen 1 of 
amclear! What I be pare ſuch Bond, as the 
- Fear of a: C#r/+ to bind me to: e Truth, whenas 7. 
' amboth eſtertained of and engaged Trek, and my Chriſti- 
« #1 ation and Soul's Peace 14 naturally concerned-in it*% And: 

7 or knowingly ut+ 
ir;Sqoyls with an Oath 


—_— 


